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LAWYER PROBLEMS were discussed in 
depth last month at a Bar Leaders Con- 
ference held in Tampa. All local bar 
association officers or their designees 
were invited to this one-day conference 
designed to exchange information on 
problems which daily face the practic- 
ing lawyer and his local bar association. 
50 leaders attended, 
making it the best attended since the 

rogram was initiated under past presi- 

ent William P. Simmons in 1967. 

What concerns these persons most? 
On a roll call inquiry, by and large the 
age concern was how to cope with 
the public demand for legal aid services. 
About 75 per cent of those present listed 
this item as their foremost problem. The 
second most common concern was how 
to motivate membership interest in the 
local bar, its committee work, regular 
meetings and its primary Loup anya The 
third area of concern was the general 
area of administration of justice, includ- 
ing the successful implementation of the 
new judicial article of the Florida Con- 
stitution effective this month, a better 
system for the retention of judges in 
office than the present nonpartisan elec- 
tive system, and judicial polls. 

A fourth area that troubled these 
bar leaders was the encroachment on 
the legal profession by unskilled, un- 
li practitioners. This problem was 
expressed as icularly evident in the 
middle and lower West Coast areas. 
Coupled with this encroachment was 
the view that the “no-fault” insurance 
law, as well as the “no-fault” law on 
dissolution of marriages are having a 
negative effect on the economics of law 
practice. Greater attention to ting 
disciplinary matters by The Florida Bar 
was also urged. 

Each of these subjects received the 
attention not only of the conferees, but 
of President Wm. Reece Smith, Jr., L. 
David Shear, president of the Council 
of Ber Association Presidents, and staff 
personnel from the Tallahassee office. 
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Through group discussion —— solu- 


tions were offered by those bars that 
had faced and remedied the same prob- 


lems now plaguing other bar groups. 


GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE Chairmen had 
their first day-long meeting in Talla- 
hassee in December. This conference 
proved to be another success in the over- 


all Bar pro to determine the atti- 
tudes and feelings of the “ roots” 
chairmen 


lawyers in Florida. Seve 
objected to the Board of Governors over- 
a“ their decisions from time to time. 
Others mentioned that many young 
lawyers called before ent com- 
mittees were ignorant of the fact they 
were doing anything wrong or were in 
violation of the Code of Professional 
Many chairmen referred 
to the need for a statewide arbitration 
system to cope with the frequent com- 
plaints the public has regarding an 
attorney's fee. The chairmen were ad- 
vised that Earl D. Waldin, Jr., of Miami 
is chairman of a special Bar committee 
studying this subject. A report from this 
committee was debated at the November 
Board meeting with the result that local 
bar association views be secured on the 
committee recommendations, including 
that there be a mandatory fee arbitra- 
tion system established in Florida. Some 
voiced objection to the manner of ap- 
inting grievance committee members 
y the d of Governors without 
consulting the committee chairman. 

Several straw votes were taken and 
these were the results: 

(a) 19 favored release of confiden- 
tiality concerning judicial candidates’ 
past private reprimands for last 10 years 
and pending probable cause findings. 

(6) 14 favored, 5 op same re- 
lease as to candidates for any public 
office. 

(c) 18 favored, 2 opposed limited 
release of confidentiality to complainant 
concerning — reprimands and prob- 
able cause findings. 
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(d) 19 favored release of confiden- 

— as to disciplinary proceedings 

involved criminal conduct that 

was already known to the public be- 
cause of criminal prosecutions. 

(e) 19 favo the Board of 
Governors final a ata authority on 
public reprimands with customary ap- 

rights to the Supreme Court. 

(f) 19 favored a rule against accep- 
ore of dues from a to who is 

e uent in ent of costs imposed 

(g) 19 favored an annual 
workshop for chairmen and grievance 


committte members. 


A NEWS MEDIA-BAR conference in 
Miami on December 12 was a further 
effort to learn the public's attitude to- 
ward Florida’s legal profession. The 
working press, with members of the 
electronic media also present, offered 
challenging questions to resident Smith, 
UPL Chairman Leonard Rivkind, PR 
Committee Chairman Phyllis Shampani- 
er, and Staff Counsel Norman A. 
Faulkner. 

President Smith in commenting on 
the recent judicial elections generated 


debate when he remarked that the “con- 
duct of some of the candidates was 
disgraceful,” and that the “election pro- 
cess is ill-suited for the judicial selection 
process.” He informed the conference of 
Bar committees now working to develop 
better ways of selecting and retaining 
judges in office, committees studying 
judicial polls and the application (or 
lack of if) of the confidentiality rule in 
election campaigns. The press argued 
that the confidentiality rule in disciplin- 
ary cases should be drastically relaxed. 
Bar members rebutted that a middle 
ground might better serve the public as 
well as the profession, particularly in 
view of the fact that 87 per cent of all 
grievance complaints against lawyers are 
without merit. 


PAID YOUR DUES? As mentioned in last 
month’s Journal, no second notice on 
dues will be mailed this year. To avoid 
a $5 delinquent fee, be sure to make 
eas by January 31. We are mailing 

rward as fast as possible your per- 
manent membership card. 


MARSHALL R. Cassepy 
Executive Director 


Nomination of President-elect 
Each year a president-elect shall 
be elected by the members of The 
Florida Bar to take office following 
the annual mee The president- 
elect shall take pt as president 
at the conclusion of the year fol- 
lowing his term as president-elect. 
Article IV of the By-laws under 
the Integration Rule provides in 
that any active member of 
The Florida Bar in good standing 
may be nominated as a candidate 


OFFICIAL 


resident-elect by petition 
aa by not less than 25 other 
ning members of The Florida Bar 
ood standing. Such petitions 
be filed with the executive 
roscoe at the headquarters office, 
or shall be postmarked, prior to 
February 15, P1973. No member 
shall sign more than one nominat- 
ing petition, but need not reside in 
the same judicial circuit as the 
candidate. (See Article IV of the 
Integration Rule. ) 
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‘ALL the heirs p 
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she'd also lost 
hundred 


misrepresentation of marital status sand a fortu 
can be lost for you 
or rs. 


that the title ite) 
real estate is valid. 
We're in the busi- 
ess of insuring against 


events which may have 
yccured in the past. 
But we actually 


futures. 
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Chief Justice Carlton at his desk in the Supreme Court Building. 


THE MAN ULTIMATELY responsi- 
ble for making Florida’s new sys- 
tem of justice work on January | 
began with confidence his duties as 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court. 

Lawyers and lower court judges 
admitted some apprehension as the 
effective date of the new Article V 
approached on January 1, but 
Chief Justice Vassar B. Carlton saw 
it as a new challenge. Behind him 
was 32 years judicial experience in 
every type of Florida’s confused 
conglomerate of courts. Ahead was 
a simply defined two-tier court sys- 
tem to be administered by a care- 
fully thought out delegation of 
responsibility. 

“We are looking to the chief 
judge of each judicial circuit to see 
that justice is administered in his 
circuit,” Justice Carlton said in a 
December interview. “They all 
have a great attitude and are ap- 
proaching the start of Article V 
with their eyes wide open. A series 
of conferences and courses for 


the clerks, circuit and county 
judges have prepared them well,” 
he said. “If the practicing lawyer 
had been at these conferences, his 
fears about the new court system 
would have been allayed. In fact, 
lawyers will find the new court 
system much easier to work under. 
Before, court rules varied from cir- 
cuit to circuit. Now the lawyer can 
move to a court in Dade County 
from one in a very small county 
and have no difficulty because 
the procedures will be uniform 
throughout the state,” he explained. 


Cooperation Needed 

“Of course, no system will be 
any better than the judges and 
other court officials make it. They 
must all work together. I see a 
spirit of cooperation and a determi- 
nation that will make it possible to 
fulfill the mandate given us by 70 
per cent of the electorate who en- 
dorsed the new constitutional 
amendment,” Justice Carlton said. 


Vassar B.Carlton New 


He added that not only Florida 
citizens but the other 49 states are 
looking to see how the new two- 
tier system will work. 

The 60-year old chief administra- 
tive officer of Florida’s court sys- 
tem sat behind his work-cluttered 
desk on the second floor of the 
Supreme Court Building. As is his 
habit, Justice Carlton arrived at his 
office at 7:30 a.m. to “get some 
work done before the telephone 
starts ringing.” It was motion day 
for the court for which the chief 
justice must always be present. 
Later, lunch was a carton of milk 
and a sandwich eaten at his desk, 
since he leaves the building only 
when there is a luncheon appoint- 
ment to keep. This schedule makes 
him readily available to handle 
matters coming before the Supreme 
Court and in his capacity as chief 
administrative officer of all state 
courts. 

Leaning back in his leather chair, 
cigar in hand, he talked of transi- 
tional problems (he called them 
opportunities) that have already 
been solved. 


Three bills were adopted by the 
Special Legislative Session in No- 
vember to provide for unresolved 
aspects of the implementation of 
Article V. Public defenders were 
given authority to represent indi- 
gents in misdemeanors and munici- 
pal and county ordinance viola- 
tions, interim operational funds 
were provided through July, and 
the duties of state attorneys were 
expanded to investigate all cases in 
accordance with Article V’s re- 
quirement that that office provide 
criminal intake for the courts. 

He talked matter-of-factly about 
his new duties. “I personally can- 
not make the system work. It will 
work only if court administrators, 
judges, clerks, state attorneys, pub- 
lic defenders, and all other court 
officials make it work. The court 
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administrators in each circuit must 
see that cases are tried within the 
stated time. They will be careful 
to preserve the judges’ indepen- 
dence and will offer no threat to 
judges or encroachment on the pre- 
rogatives of the clerk or other offi- 
cers of the court. The administra- 
tors will keep logs of cases and 
recommend assignment of judges 
where they are needed. The flexibil- 
ity offered by Article V makes it 
possible to do whatever is expedi- 
ent. We'll see that no judge is over- 
worked,” he said assuringly, “and if 
after a few months we find that the 
caseload cannot be handled 
promptly by the number of judges 
in the circuit, then we'll go to the 
legislature with statistics to prove 
that more judges must be provided.” 


32 Years on Bench 


“I'm the same man I was 32 
years ago,” he smiled in response 
to a question about his new respon- 
sibilities. He first became a judge 
in 1941 when he was elected coun- 
ty judge of Brevard County. On 
call 24 hours a day for 13 years and 
seven months, he knows firsthand 
the requirements of the 148 county 
judges who will take office January 
1. In 1954 he was elected circuit 
judge of the old Ninth Circuit 
(later the 18th) where he served 
until his election to the Supreme 
Court in 1968. His judicial career 
was preceded by four years of law 
practice. 

From a desk drawer he took out 
several pages of statistics of LSAT 
scores and the students’ law school 
class rank. The highest scores fre- 
quently ranked the lowest in class 
performance. “This is what con- 
cerns me,” he said. “There should 
be a better way of admitting law 
students to law school. So many 
applicants with great incentive to 
be lawyers are being denied admis- 
sion, | was just a farm boy and 


Vol. 47, No. 1 @ JANUARY, 1973 


was admitted to Stetson Law 
School. With the credentials I had 
then I probably would be turned 
away today,” he said. 

Those credentials go deeply into 
Florida’s history, Vassar Carlton’s 
great grandfather, who was also 
great grandfather of former Gover- 
nor Doyle E. Carlton, was killed by 
Seminole Indians in Fort Meade, 
Florida. His parents were both na- 
tive Floridians and made _ their 
home at Island Grove in Alachua 
County when he was born. “My 
father had a terrific ambition for 
me,” Justice Carlton remembered. 
He attended public schools in Ala- 
chua, Polk, Hillsborough and Bre- 
vard counties. He was a pre-med 
student at the University of Florida 
for two years, when he decided to 
transfer to Stetson University as a 
law student. Now helping would-be 
lawyers reach their goals is a con- 
tinuing personal assignment of his. 

The expediency he expects from 
the court system is recommended 
for The Florida Bar too by the new 
Chief Justice. “The Bar must be- 
come more speedy in disposition of 
discipline cases,” he said. “Lawyers 
are entitled to a speedy trial and a 
speedy ruling after they have been 
charged, just as the public is. I 
expect lawyers, the Bar and judges 
to all do what they are supposed to 
do, and we must all try to improve 
with every opportunity.” 

Besides handling the day-to-day 
problems that are sure to present 
themselves in administering Flor- 
ida’s new court system, Chief Jus- 
tice Carlton must be present for all 
oral arguments to be heard before 
the Supreme Court. In this connec- 
tion, he offered advice to lawyers 
appearing before the court. 

“First of all, lawyers should learn 
the court's rules. If a petition is to 
be filed within 30 days, that in- 
cludes mailing time. The petition 
must actually fe in the clerk's office 


by the deadline, not in the mail,” 
he pointed out. 

“I would advise lawyers to take 
more time in preparation of their 
briefs. Many appear to be in too 
big a hurry and skimp on the de- 
tails. In certiorari cases, the lawyer 
must show there is a real conflict 
in order for the court to grant 
jurisdiction. And of course they 
should be prepared to answer all 
questions,” he said. 

Chief Justice Carlton is married 
to the former Grace Ramer and has 
four daughters and five grand- 
children. An ardent sportsman be- 
fore he left his home in Merritt 
Island to move to Tallahassee in 
1969, he has little time for recre- 
ation now. He has sold his boat 
and motor and looks toward retire- 
ment years when he can take out 
his fly rod again for his favorite 
sport fishing. His golfing also has 
been neglected but he did get 
away to Orange and Osceola coun- 
ties over the Thanksgiving holidays 
to bag a wild turkey and a deer. 

“I expect it to be a busy two 
years,” he said, “but I look forward 
to the challenge.” 

—Linda H. Yates 
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Status Report 


Time FutEs. It is hard to realize 
that half of this administrative year 
has already elapsed. This being the 
case, however, it seems appropriate 
to make a status report and call 
attention to various developments 
which affect us as members of The 
Florida Bar. 

The General Committee Meeting 
at Miami Beach was successful in 
most respects. Sixty-eight commit- 
tees met and attendance was twice 
that of the prior year. The section 
and committee reports which fol- 
lowed reflected careful planning 
and proposed programs were ex- 
tensive and ambitious. Numerous 
individual meetings have ensued, 
and the year promises to be a pro- 
ductive one. 

Implementation of revised Arti- 
cle V has led to some of our major 
involvements thus far. We have 
been active in the effort to bring 
the provisions of the new article 
into operation. Our rules commit- 
tees have done yeoman work in 
this respect by working with the 
Supreme Court to promulgate rules 
of procedure suitable to the two- 
tier trial court system. New Crimi- 
nal Rules have been studied and 
restudied. We have produced the 
first set of rules for juvenile pro- 
ceedings. These were published in 
the December Journal and will be 
acted upon by the Board of Gover- 
nors this month. We have also 
made recommendations to the Su- 
preme Court regarding use of the 
Summary Rules and the Rules of 
Civil Procedure in the new county 
courts. 

Last June the Supreme Court ap- 
pointed a special committee to im- 
plement a Florida Institute for the 
Judiciary in order that special edu- 
cational programs could be de- 
veloped for and presented to those 
who would become the first judges 
under Article V. Two programs 


have now been successfully pre- 
sented: one for circuit judges and 
another for county judges. Repre- 
sentatives of our Bar helped de- 
velop the curricula and P ovide the 
faculties for these week-long ses- 
sions and our CLE staff assisted in 
production of the extensive written 
materials used for the programs. 


ONE OF ARTICLE Vs outstanding 
features is its provision for Judicial 
Nominating Commissions. We have 
worked closely with the Governor's 
office in appointment of the com- 
missioners and our appointments 
are complete. But more remains to 
be done. This provision is intended 
to remove the selection of judges 
from politics and to assure that the 
best available candidates are ap- 

inted to the bench. This can h 

e done if the nominating commis- 
sions are highly motivated and act 
with greatest objectivity. To that 
end The Florida Bar is sponsoring 
a two-day conference in February 
for all commission members. Re- 
tired U. S. Supreme Court Justice 
Tom Clark will be the keynote 
speaker. 

As I have mentioned before, 
proper funding of Article V is of 
critical importance. The new judi- 
cial system is not properly financed 
now. To correct this, a number of 
fiscal bills will be introduced in the 
forthcoming legislative session and 
their support will be a major ac- 
tivity of our legislative program. 

Last September's judicial elec- 
tions prompted many, including 
me, to conclude that judicial posi- 
tions should be filled by appoint- 
ment and not by election. Our com- 
mittee on Judicial Selection is now 
making an exhaustive study of the 
matter. 

Whatever develops, however, it 
is clear that reforms are required. 


Properly conducted judicial polls 


seem vital to judicial selection 
whether by election or appoint- 
ment. Florida lawyers were severe- 
ly criticized by the news media 
during the recent elections both for 
conducting polls and for failing to 
do so. If we are to have polls, as 
I think we must, then it is essential 
that they be credible in order to 
fulfill their purpose of providing 
the public with informed, objective 
opinion as to the qualifications of 
those seeking judicial office. A spe- 
cial committee is now considering 
this entire subject. Among other 
things, it will consider whether all 
polls should be uniform in ap- 
proach and substance and whether 
they should be conducted solely by 
The Florida Bar. Seeking to en- 
courage the best possible candi- 
dates for judicial office, another 
committee has recommended that 
the “resign to run law” be amended 
to exclude judicial candidates. 
Board approval of this recommen- 
dation may be sought this month. 


DISCIPLINARY RESPONSIBILITIES 
continue to demand much atten- 
tion. Our bar is now growing at 
the rate of 1000 members per year. 
This growth will inevitably in- 
crease the disciplinary work to be 
done. Whether we can continue to 
meet these increased demands by 
use of voluntary personnel serving 
as referees, bar counsel and on 
grievance committees, depends 
mainly upon the willingness of 
every person involved in the pro- 
cess to give priority to his respon- 
sibility. Delays must be eliminated 
and greater uniformity achieved in 
our practices. 

Seeking to improve our effective- 
ness, grievance committee chair- 
men met last month at The Florida 
Bar Center. The meeting was help- 
ful but it is not too early to suggest 
that, if we are unwilling or unable 
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to make the voluntary program 
successful, professional assistance 
must be employed. Some states, 
notably California, already are 
moving in that direction. One im- 
plication of a professional program 
is a substantial increase in bar 
dues. 

With respect to grievance and 
other matters, elements of the news 
media continue to criticize The 
Florida Bar. Often the criticism is 
unjustified. Thus, I have attempted 
by letter and speeches to respond 
to unfair or uninformed comment. 
Criticism, of course, can arise from 
misunderstanding. Seeking to ob- 
viate that, the Public Relations 
Committee is sponsoring confer- 
ences with media representatives. 
A statewide conference already has 
been held and similar regional con- 
ferences were commenced last 
month at Miami. 


SERIOUS CONSIDERATION should be 
given to waiver of the rule regard- 
ing confidentiality of disciplinary 
proceedings when a particular mat- 
ter clearty becomes a matter of 
broad public concern, Sometimes 
the Bar is severely and unjustly 
criticized for failure to act in a no- 
torious case when in fact disci- 
plinary action is being vigorously 
pursued. Much damage results. 
Waiver should never occur, how- 
ever, unless first there has been a 
finding of probable cause and the 
conflicting interests of the accused 
lawyer and the profession have 
been carefully evaluated and re- 
solved. This is another matter 
which the Board must _ soon 
consider. 

There are other developments 
but only a few more can be men- 
tioned here. 

In a preliminary report to the 
Board, our Fee Arbitration Com- 
mittee correctly notes that many 
complaints against lawyers arise 
from fee disputes and points out 
that arbitration committees are use- 
ful in resolving these conflicts. 
Every local bar association is urged 
to establish an arbitration commit- 
tee. The state committee, while 
recognizing that substantial legal 
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questions are involved, has con- 
sidered mandatory arbitration and 
is further studying this approach. 

Our statewide Lawyer Referral 
Service is proving successful, Our 
committee, however, is still grap- 
pling with the problem of whether 
it can and should undertake to in- 
vestigate the special competency 
of a lawyer before he is included 
on a panel interested in rendering 
particular services, This has been a 
troublesome matter elsewhere. Im- 
plicitly related is the specialization 
issue. 

Coincidentally, our Specializa- 
tion Committee has resolved by a 
split vote to recommend to the 
Board a pilot project for the recog- 
nition and regulation of specialists. 
It is now developing a plan for im- 
plementing the project which is ex- 
pected to come before the Board 
before next June, After years of 
study, this is a significant develop- 
ment of interest to all members. 


SPECIAL MENTION should also be 
made of our work pertaining to 
the delivery of legal services. The 
Board has approved the charter 
and bylaws of a statewide legal 
services corporation and it is now 
being formed. The Committee on 
Legal Assistants has advanced 
plans for assisting the Bar in the 
education, certification and use of 
paraprofessionals, Additionally our 
Committee on Prepaid Legal Ser- 
vices has decided The Florida Bar 
should encourage and _ sponsor 
group plans which afford the pub- 
lic an opportunity to obtain legal 
services from a lawyer of individ- 
ual choice through prepayment of 
costs or premiums. The committee 
is seeking to devise a model plan 
to be initiated by The Florida Bar. 

Hopefully this report will afford 
an overview of our progress and 
alert you to pressing concerns we 
face. For those who are interested, 
minutes of Board meetings which 
are published in the Journal peri- 
odically furnish further informa- 
tion. As always, your advice and 
constructive criticism are welcome. 


Ws. Reecr Jr. 
President 
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REPORT YOU 


summary of Board of Governors actions 


Meeting at St. Augustine, November 9 and 10, the 
Board of Governors: 


Learned from the president that the Bar’s Special 
Committee on Capital Punishment had recommended 
to the Legislature to reinstate the death penalty, 
that a subcommittee of the Public Relations Commit- 
tee is working on the problem of waiving the con- 
fidential rule in disciplinary cases involving Bar 
members running for public office, and that prob- 
lems confronting the Bar with reference to judicial 
campaign material, the ‘“‘resign to run law’ and 
election and tenure of judges are being studied by 
the Judicial Selection, Tenure and Compensation 
Committee. 


Reviewed a letter from President Smith to all local 
bar associations on the subject of judicial polls and 
granted his request to appoint a 3-5 man committee 
to study the possibility of state funding of judicial 
elections. 


Heard report of a meeting with the Supreme Court, 
attended by the president, president-elect and the 
executive director, which acquainted the court with 
current programs of The Florida Bar. The president 
reviewed discussions with the court concerning ap- 
pointment procedures to the Florida Board of Bar 
Examiners and the automatic suspension of a lawyer 
upon conviction of a felony. 


Heard report from the president-elect on a Novem- 
ber meeting of the Travel Committee, which recom- 
mended that the Bar sponsor a Scandinavian Adven- 
ture next July. The Board approved the trip to be 
supervised by INTRAV. 


Were urged by President-elect Hadlow to meet with 
circuit grievance committees to strengthen the lines 
of communication and invite staff personnel from 
the Bar's disciplinary department to such meetings. 


Received status report of the new Law Student Di- 
vision from the executive director, who noted that 
the division has 500 members and that they are 
receiving monthly copies of The Florida Bar Journal. 
The executive director also reported that in order to 
keep pace with the rapidly growing membership of 
The Florida Bar the headquarters office is developing 
a “word processing’’ center to be implemented in 
the spring. 
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Requested the executive director to prepare an 
amended Standing Board Policy covering staff per- 
sonnel running for political office to eliminate their 
assuming a “‘leave of absence”’ during the campaign. 


Reviewed the Bar's financial statement for July 1- 
October 31 and approved the annual audit for the 
fiscal year ending July 30. 


Approved appointment of the 1973-74 Budget Com- 
mittee as recommended by the president-elect. Ed- 
ward J. Atkins will serve as chairman and members 
are Andrew G. Pattillo, Jr., Leon C. Stromire, John M. 
Farrell and C. Harris Dittmar. 


Received judicial circuit and section and committee 
liaison reports and took a straw vote on the subject 
of judicial polls, which the majority favored, follow- 
ing discussion about the experience of local bar 
associations with polls during the recent elections. 


Were read a resolution adopted by the Circuit Judges 
Conference commending The Florida Bar for the 
support given the conference during a recent Talla- 
hassee judicial institute. 


Authorized the institution of unauthorized practice 
of law suits against four persons and received report 
of UPL Committee chairman Leonard Rivkind on the 
activities and recommendations of that group. The 
UPL Committee was asked to reconsider the filing of 
corporate charters by lawyers in light of the one-man 


corporation which is now permissible under Florida 
Statutes. 


Confirmed additional members of UPL Judicial Cir- 
cuit Committees, including Lewis S. Lee, Jackson- 
ville, Fourth Circuit; Joshua A. Sirkin, Alfred D. 
Bieley and William M. Porter, Eleventh Circuit, and 
Britt Whitaker, Thirteenth Circuit. 


Renamed attorneys who this past year served as 
representatives to the Judicial Nominating Commis- 
sions, adding five new nominees. The new commis- 
sioners include: Julian D. Clarkson, Ft. Myers, Su- 
preme Court Nominating Commission; Edward B. 
Woodbery, Jr., Live Oak, Third Circuit; P. Ause 
Brown, Jr., Gainesville, Eighth Circuit; Leonard V. 
Wood, Winter Park, Ninth Circuit; and L. Robert 
Frank, Tampa, Thirteenth Circuit. The Board agreed 
that no state attorneys should be named to the com- 
missions, and asked that this position be related to 
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the Governor who also makes appointments to the 
commissions. 


Approved the change in name of the International 
and Comparative Law Committee to International 
Law Committee, delayed until the January meeting 
discussion of the modified rule on legal assistance 
for members of the armed services prepared by the 
Military Law Committee. 


Approved in principle the concept of fee arbitration 
and requested the Arbitration of Fee Disputes Com- 
mittee to develop a plan for submitting the issue of 
mandatory arbitration to the membership of the Bar, 
and after receiving their responses, submit a final 
plan to the Board. 


Approved guidelines for a Liberty Bell Award to be 
presented during Law Week, and learned that a 
brochure to acquaint the public with Article V is 
being prepared by the Bar’s public affairs office. 


Authorized the Tax Section of The Florida Bar to 
appear amicus curiae in pending litigation between 
two Broward County banks. 


Authorized up to $5,000 be advanced to the Young 
Lawyers Section for the February 23 Young Lawyers 
Section program to be held in Orlando. The section 
is seeking national speakers to participate. YLS 
President Robert Parks reported that the ‘“‘Youth and 
the Law’’ program which the section sponsors would 
be implemented in most Florida schools by April 
1973 and noted that the recent “Bridge the Gap”’ 
course for newly admitted lawyers was the best in 
the history of the section. 


Approved in principle the proposed Code of Judicial 
Conduct submitted by John M. McCarty, chairman of 
the Standards of Judicial Conduct Committee, and 
promised to take final action on the code at the 
January meeting. 


Were told the Professional Ethics Committee would 
distribute prior to the January meeting an opinion 
on lawyers making public statements in connection 
with pending legal matters. 


Authorized participation by The Florida Bar in fur- 
nishing one of the period rooms in St. Augustine’s 
Government House through voluntary contributions 
of Bar members to a nonprofit historical restoration 
corporation. 
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Approved with changes the proposed charter and 
bylaws for the creation of Florida Legal Services, Inc. 
(See in depth discussion which follows.) 


Received the quarter-annual report on Continuing 
Legal Education presented by CLE Director Sylvan 
Strickland, who reviewed recent developments in 
continuing legal education, including use of tape 
cassettes and cablevision, and reviewed forthcoming 
courses and history and policies of the CLE program. 
Chairman of the CLE Committee, Judge Ben Overton, 
added that now CLE book authors can participate in 
one-day workshops similar to those held for course 
speakers, and reported on the judicial institutes held 
for both circuit and county judges for which the CLE 
department prepared course materials. 


Learned of an effort to hold regional bar-media con- 
ferences being coordinated by the director of public 
affairs, Robert L. Foss. He reported that the matter 
of the confidential rule and its application to lawyer 
political candidates is under study by the Public 
Relations Committee and that this group is also pre- 
paring a ‘‘Newsman’s Handbook"’ for members of 
the press, and will distribute a pamphlet entitled 
“The Story of The Florida Bar."’ His report also 
mentioned that the Lawyer Referral Service was in 
need of more panel members in several judicial 
circuits. 


Requested that the Juvenile Rules Subcommittee 
prepare a petition for its proposed Juvenile Rules 
of Procedure to be filed with the Supreme Court 
following final action by the Board at its January 
meeting. 


Authorized the Florida Court Rules Committee to 
file a petition for rehearing in the event the Supreme 
Court ultimately confirms the unanimous jury verdict 
rule and to include in the petition other rules where 
the court has differed from the prior position taken 
by the Board. 


Resolved that the Summary Claims Procedure Rules 
should apply to all those civil matters in county 
court up to $1,000 and that the Florida Rules of 
Civil Procedure apply to all those matters in excess 
of $1,000. 


Agreed to meet again January 18-20 at the Interna- 


tional Inn in Tampa for the annual legislative 
meeting. 
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in depth discussion: Board of Governors actions 


Florida Legal Services, Inc. 


The Florida Bar took another step toward pro- 
viding needed legal services for the state’s indigents 
in November with the approval of a charter and 
bylaws for Florida Legal Services, Inc. 


The go-ahead to establish the nonprofit corpora- 
tion came at the Board of Governors’ meeting in 
St. Augustine. The Board had had the recommenda- 
tion under consideration since last year. At that 
time a Bar-sponsored survey of legal services in 
Florida identified the need for a statewide program 
to help with coordination of legal service programs, 
authorized and funded to improve and initiate legal 
services throughout the state. (The report, prepared 
by Law Professor L. Harold Levinson of the University 
of Florida, showed that nearly one half of Florida 
has no civil legal help available for the poor.) The 
Board approved a state legal service corporation in 
principle last May and directed the Legal Aid and 
Indigent Defendant Committee of the Bar to prepare 
bylaws and a charter. 


At the November 1972 Board session, Bar 
President Wm. Reece Smith, Jr., of Tampa said, 
‘A person’s income should not dictate his access to 
legal assistance."’ Mayo Stiegler, associate director 
of the National Legal Aid and Defendant Association, 
already has lauded the move, calling The Florida Bar 
one of the nation’s leaders in this area. 


Chairman of the Bar's Evaluation of Legal 
Service Programs Committee, Hugh MacMillan, Jr., 
of Tallahassee, said Florida Legal Services, which 
was incorporated in December, will be headquartered 
in Tallahassee and will attempt to secure initial 
funding to begin work immediately. 


MacMillan’s committee is charged with carrying 
through the implementation of the project begun 
by the Legal Aid and Indigent Defendant Committee. 
He presented the final bylaws which were adopted 
in November after working with a special subcom- 
mittee of the Board. 


Board of Directors 


The board of directors of the new corporation 
is structured to consist of 15 persons, the majority 
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of whom shall at all times be members of The Florida 
Bar. With the advice and consent of the Board of 
Governors, the president of the Bar shall appoint 
eight attorneys to the corporation, at least four of 
whom are required to have particular knowledge and 
experience in providing legal services for the poor. 
The Governor shall appoint seven persons, at least 
five of whom shall be indigents or selected from 
organizations representative of the poor. 


Until this board can be appointed, Florida Bar 
members incorporating the organization are serving 
as directors. They include, in addition to Smith and 
MacMillan, Thomas W. McAliley, Jr., John E. Smith, 
Howard W. Dixon and Janet Reno, all of Miami; 
Robert L. Travis, Tallahassee, and Earl B. Hadlow, 
Jacksonville, president-elect of the Bar. 


The terms of the directors will be for two years, 
except that four of the president's and four of the 
Governor's appointees will serve for one year. The 
officers of the corporation will be a president, vice 
president, secretary and treasurer, elected annually. 
There will be no compensation for the directors and 
officers unless he is a salaried full or part-time 
employee of the corporation. The organization will 
meet at least quarterly. 


The bylaws state that at the discretion of the 
board, an executive committee and other committees 
may be appointed. Following the guidelines of the 
1971 survey, these committees could: facilitate 
funding of existing and future legal service programs, 
maintain liaison between legal service programs, the 
organized bar, governmental agencies and other 
interested parties, provide back-up facilities for legal 
service programs, and conduct continuing studies, 
issue periodic reports and recommend further 
improvements and innovations. 


Attorneys David St. John of the Department of 
Health and Rehabilitative Services and Robert Travis 
of the Department of Community Affairs assisted in 
the development of the program and will continue 
to insure the support and cooperation of key state 
agencies as Florida Legal Services, Inc., is imple- 
mented. 
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Money is available for 
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Practicing 


Unique seminar program gives 
law students practical application 
of traditions of the profession 


By FRANK E. MALONEY 


Frank E. Maloney is former dean 
and now professor of law, Holland 
Law Center, and chairman, Commit- 


tee on Professional Responsibility. 
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Lawyers Teach Ethics 


WITH A STRONG assist from The 
Florida Bar, the Holland Law Cen- 
ter at the University of Florida has 
been conducting a unique legal 
ethics program for well over 20 
years. 

Immediately following World 
War II, the Florida State Bar As- 
sociation became concerned with 
the lack of knowledge that young 
lawyers apparently had of the 
problems of legal ethics. These 
young people were getting into 
difficulties too frequently, and the 
discipline committee of the Bar 
took the position that the law 
school was partially to blame be- 
cause it was not providing ade- 
quate instruction in legal ethics. 

At the time we received the bar 
association complaint, in 1950, 
Henry A. Fenn had recently been 
appointed dean of the law school 
at the University of Florida. Before 
coming to Florida he had taught 
an elective course in legal ethics at 
Yale, but was displeased with the 
results. In Dean Fenn’s view, there 
were several inadequacies in the 
traditional program. The difficulties 
stemmed in part from the tradi- 
tional approach to the “teaching” 
of legal ethics in many law schools. 
To begin with, ethics courses are 
usually elective and frequently 
avoided. They have often proved to 
be an unsatisfactory experience for 
professor and student alike. The 
student is skeptical of the “ivory 
tower” approach of a faculty mem- 
ber who is not exposed to the prob- 
lems and temptations of the prac- 
tice. The professor, on the other 
hand, finds that the traditional 
casebook, replete with cases in 
which courts have struggled to de- 
termine how serious an infraction 
has to be to justify disbarment, 
simply provides a blueprint of how 
far one can go without getting into 


serious trouble with the disciplin- 
ary authorities. 


Emphasis on Ethics 


Dean Fenn designed a set of 
materials which changed the em- 
phasis in the course from discipline 
to ethics, and which, with several 
revisions, still provide the frame- 
work for the course today. These 
materials have been expanded con- 
siderably over the last 18 years and 
two years ago were completely re- 
written when Florida adopted the 
Code of Professional Responsibil- 
ity. They are currently undergoing 
another revision as new ABA and 
state ethics committee opinions be- 
come available to replace older 
opinions geared to the former 
Canons of Ethics, which have now 
been replaced in almost every state 
by the Code of Professional 
Responsibility. 

The original materials were in- 
fluenced in part by a two-day con- 
ference on legal ethics held at the 
University of Florida in 1954, the 
proceedings of which were pub- 
lished in a symposium issue of the 
University of Florida Law Review. 
Such respected authorities as Mr. 
Justice Owen J. Roberts of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, 
Chief Justice Glenn Terrell of the 
Florida Supreme Court, Henry S. 
Drinker, Dean Sheldon D. Elliott, 
and Judge Charles E. Clark con- 
tributed to this meeting and helped 
set the tone of the program as it 
now exists. 

Our basic approach is to consider 
inquiries before the event, that is, 
before someone has gotten into 
trouble. We have found that when 
a lawyer wants to know whether 
certain conduct is ethical before he 
undertakes it, an ethics committee 
will likely take a more objective 


look at the matter than will the 
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courts, whose tendency, after the 
event, has been to be lenient be- 
cause the offender’s career is often 
at stake. 


Lawyers Teach 


The second basic change in the 
teaching of legal ethics introduced 
by Dean Fenn was the introduction 
of practitioners as instructors. They 
meet with small groups of senior 
students in the informal atmo- 
sphere of a seminar room or a pro- 
fessor home, with the faculty 
member serving as moderator to 
guide the discussion between stu- 
dents and bar members. All senior 
law students are required to par- 
ticipate in this seminar program. 
Each seminar group, consisting of 
a maximum of 15 students, has 
eight evening sessions over a three- 
month period in which the students 
meet with a total of 16 lawyers 
selected by local bar committees 
located throughout the state. At- 
torneys from two different local- 
‘ities, representing a small and a 
large community, attend each ses- 
sion and provide both realism and 
inspiration through their frank dis- 
cussion of the ways in which the 
disciplinary rules and ethical con- 
siderations are applied in their 
communities in the actual practice 
of law. 

The students, after being divided 
into groups of between 15 and 18, 
attend eight two-hour evening ses- 
sions. These sessions are not 
“taught” by law faculty members. 
Rather, visiting judges and attor- 
neys are the focal points of these 
sessions; the faculty members sim- 
ply serve as moderators to ensure 
that the essentials are covered dur- 
ing each session. When the pro- 
gram commenced, the enrollment 
in the law school was approximate- 
ly 200. Since then, both the student 
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of Florida 


This ethics class of a few years ago met in the home of former Dean Henry 
A. Fenn (second from left). Two practicing lawyers were present to tell students 
how questions of ethics are resolved in the day-to-day operations of their offices. 


body size and the number of sec- 
tions of the course have increased 
considerably. With the 1000 stu- 
dents now at the Holland Law 
Center, six sections are taught al- 
most every quarter. This means 
that over 300 practicing attorneys 
come to the college from all over 
the State of Florida each year to 
share their knowledge with law 
students. 


Explore Traditions of Bar 


Seminar sessions progressively 
explore the organization and tradi- 
tions of the bar, relations between 
bench and bar, the duties and re- 
of lawyers to their 
clients, to witnesses, and to the 
public, the fiduciary relationship of 
the attorney to his client, the ethi- 
cal aspects of advertising and solic- 
itation, and the feeder problem. 
Problems of unauthorized practice, 
and provision of adequate legal 
services not only for the indigent 
but also the badly underrepres nted 
lower middle income group which 
is able to pay some fees, are also 


covered, as well as the numerous 
problems connected with profes- 
sional fees, the contingent fee con- 
tract, forwarding fees, and ad- 
vancement of costs of litigation. 

At each session there are two at- 
torneys, or an attorney and a judge, 
along with a faculty member or 
practitioner from the Gainesville 
area, who serves as moderator. 

The students read the assigned 
material before the session and 
turn in one or more questions con- 
cerning the problems raised by the 
assignment. These questions serve 
as springboards for discussion. 
After the session, each student pre- 
pares a short paper of one or two 
pages discussing something that 
went on during the session, or 
something that interested or wor- 
ried him in the materials. The pa- 
pers are read and commented on 
by the professor, and a half dozen 
or so are sent to the attorneys who 
attended the session to give them 
an idea of what the students 
thought of the concepts they 
presented. 
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Students react favorably to ethics program 


Lawyers Cooperate 


How do we attract competent 
attorneys to the sessions? In part, 
our visitors come because they are 
interested in law students and en- 
joy coming to the school, and in 
part, they come to cooperate with 
The Florida Bar. Travel is at the 
attorneys’ own expense, but a d.n- 
ner is provided pr.or to the seminar 
session. The Florida Bar provides a 
part of the funds to defray the 
dinner expense, and the University 
of Florida Law Center Association 
provides the balance. Our visitors 
give up a substantial amount of 
their time to attend the sessions, 
but they seem to cnjoy thcm and 
most are very willing to come back 
for a return engagement. 

The student reaction to the pro- 
gram is extremely favorable. When 
it comes to legal ethics, law stu- 
dents tend to feel that faculty 
members are in an ivory tower. In 
schools where the course is con- 
ducted as a classroom course in 
which the “professor” covers the 
materials on ethical and profession- 
al responsibility, it has been our 
experience that the students are apt 
to be skeptical of what he has to 
say. We have found that they are 
much more ready to accept what 
the lawyers present, especially 
since the latter are not there to 
lecture. (The only “lecture” occurs 
at the first meeting, when the presi- 
dent of The Florida Bar a the 
chairman of the Board of Bar Ex- 
aminers address the entire group. ) 
The extracts from the Code and 
the Ethics Committee opinions are 
treated more as take-off points for 


general discussion than as materials 
to be dissected. 

We believe that our program is 
realistic. The students usually enter 
it with a great deal of skepticism. 
Having been taught for three years 
to examine everything critically, 
they are seldom willing to accept 
the new Code of Professional Re- 
sponsibility without at least asking 
“Why?”. Our feeling, reinforced by 
the course evaluation papers that 
the students submit following their 
last session, is that while they may 
not have “become ethical” in the 
sense of changing their moral view- 
points, they have learned what the 
legal profession expects of a re- 
sponsible attorney. We believe that 
this is what is needed. We are 
firmly convinced that the students 
who enter the College of Law de- 
sire to live up to the standards of 
their chosen profession. The need 
is not one of reshaping the moral 
outlook of the students, but, rather, 
one of orienting the students to a 
proper understanding of the tradi- 
tions of the profession. Once they 
have that understanding, we be- 
lieve there will be no problems 
with their ethics. 

In the course of his program 
each student meets at least 16 law- 
yers who are interested enough to 
spend their time and their money 
to come and discuss problems of 
professional responsibility with him 
and his classmates. In addition, he 
observes 70 more such visitors at 
the coffee sessions following the 
individual group meetings, and 


knows that a total of over 300 ~ 


participate in the program each 
vear. This can leave no other im- 


pression than that the Bar of Flor- 
ida is deeply concerned about pro- 
fessional responsibility. We believe 
that this creates a very healthy 
attitude toward professionalism in 
the great majority of our students. 

Our program at Florida is expen- 
sive in terms of manpower and in 
terms of cost to the Bar and Law 
Center Association. But it exposes 
students to issues of professional 
responsibility in a way which de- 
velops a very healthy respect for 
the code of conduct of the legal 
profession, and it leads to a good 
interchange between the practicing 
profession and the law school. The 
participating lawyers often indicate 
that the review of long forgotten 
ethical considerations and the re- 
thinking of practical problems that 
need the attention of the bench 
and Bar are of as great value to 
them as to the students. In a word, 
the program has overwhelming 
support from members of the Bar 
throughout the state as well as 
from the students, and we are 
proud to present it to you as our 
contribution to the Professional 
Responsibility program of The 
Florida Bar. 


*Symposium, Legal Ethics, 7 v. FLA. L. 
REV. 375-486 (1954). 
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the South. Log cabins built from hand-hewn logs 
with stone fireplaces. A mountain lodge which 
has just been expanded. Picturesque views from 
5500-foot mountains. A restaurant and lounge. 
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offers an 18-hole championship golf course and 
all-weather grasstex tennis courts. 
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By JOSEPH M. ELLIS 


Joseph M. Ellis became interested in 
Florida’s new abortion law while as- 
signed to the judge advocate’s office 
at McDill Air Force Base in Tampa. 
He is now a civilian engaged in pri- 
vate practice with the firm of Belt & 
Ellis in Macon, Missouri. He holds 
the J.D. degree from Washington Uni- 
versity School of Law in St. Louis 
and is a member of the Missouri Bar. 
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Tue 1972 RecuLar Session of the 
Florida Legislature enacted a new 
law relating to abortions. Chapter 
72-196,1 which became law on 
April 12, 1972, repeals Sections 
782.10 and 797.01, Florida Statutes, 
(both of which related to abortions 
generally ) and enumerates the situ- 
ations in which abortions may be 
legally performed, and the proce- 
dures which must be followed. 

The new law provides, in part, 
as follows: 


It shall be unlawful to termi- 
nate the pregnancy of a human 
being unless the pregnancy is 
terminated in an approved fa- 
cility by a physician who certi- 
fies in writing that: 

(1) To a reasonable degree 
of medical certainty the con- 
tinuation of the pregnancy 
would substantially impair the 
life or health of the female; or 

(2) There is substantial risk 
that the continuation of the 
pregnancy would result in the 
birth of a child with a serious 
physical or mental defect; or 

(3) There is a reasonable 
cause to believe that the preg- 
nancy resulted from rape or 
incest.? 


This general policy is clarified 
somewhat by definitions of the 
terms “physician” and “approved 
facility.” A “physician,” for the pur- 
poses of the act, means a doctor 
of medicine or osteopathic medi- 
cine licensed by the State of Flor- 
ida, or “a Mn practicing 
medicine or osteopathy in the em- 
ploy of the United States or this 
state.” An “approved facility,” as 
used in the act, “means a hospital 
licensed by the state and accredit- 
ed by the joint commission on ac- 
creditation of hospitals or approved 
by the American osteopathic hospi- 
tal association,”* or a medical facil- 
ity licensed, pursuant to rules and 
regulations requiring regular evalu- 


ation and review procedures by the 
division of health.5 

The statute also provides that a 
physician, prior to terminating a 
pregnancy, must obtain one of the 
following: 

1. The written request of the 
woman and written consent of her 
husband, if she is married, unless 
the husband is voluntarily living 
apart from her. 

2. The written request of the 
woman and the written consent of 
one of her parents, a custodian or 
legal guardian if she is under 18 
and unmarried. 

3. A corroborative medical opin- 
ion “attesting to the medical 
necessity for emergency medical 
procedures and that to a reasonable 
degree of medical certainty the 
continuation of the pregnancy 
would threaten the life of. the preg- 
nant woman.”6 

It should be noted that number 
3, supra, requiring a corroborative 
medical opinion, is an alternative 
to, and not a part of, numbers 1 
and 2, supra. 

A reporting procedure is also es- 
tablished by the act which requires 
the director of a medical facility 
where a pregnancy is terminated to 
record the date of termination, the 
reason for same, and the period of 
gestation at the time the procedure 
is performed, In addition, the di- 
rector of the facility is required to 
file a copy of such record with the 
Department of Health and Reha- 
bilitative Services.7 The statute 
further provides that the records 
maintained by the medical facility 
are information and can- 
not be revealed unless ordered to 
do so by a court of competent juris- 
diction in a civil or criminal 
proceeding.® 

Section 5 of the act relates spe- 
cifically to the right of “any hospi- 
tal or any person” to refuse to 
participate in the termination of a 
pregnancy and provides that no lia- 
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bility shall result from such refusal. 
Similarly, a person or employee 
who exercises such right to refuse 
to participate cannot be subjected 
to disciplinary or other recrimina- 
tory action based on the exercise 
of the right.® 

The act establishes various pen- 
alties for violation of its provisions. 
It provides that anyone who per- 
forms or participates in the termi- 
nation of a pregnancy, which does 
not result in the death of the 
woman, but in violation of the act 
is guilty of a felony in the third 
degree, punishable under Sections 
775.082, 775.083 or 775.084 of the 
Florida Statutes. If the woman dies 
as a result of the unlawful termina- 
tion, the person performing the un- 
lawful procedure is guilty of a 
felony in the second degree. Final- 
ly, any person who violates the 
provisions of the act relating to 
written requests and reporting pro- 
cedures is deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor in the first degree.1° Un- 
der the provisions of the statutory 
sections noted supra, a felony of 
the third degree is punishable by a 
term of imprisonment not exceed- 
ing five years and/or a fine not ex- 
ceeding $5000. A felony in the sec- 
ond degree is punishable by a term 
of imprisonment not exceeding 15 
years and/or a fine not exceeding 
$10,000. A misdemeanor of the first 
degree is punishable by a term of 
imprisonment not exceeding one 
year and/or a fine not exceeding 
$1000. The punishment provisions 
referred to above may be extended 
or increased if the offender has a 
prior felony conviction. 

The act contains three additional 
miscellaneous provisions. The first 
provides that termination of a preg- 
nancy to deliver a live child is not 
covered by the act.11 The second 
is an amendment to Section 458.- 
1201, Florida Statutes, relating to 
denial, suspension or revocation of 
a physician’s license. The amend- 
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ment permits suspension or revoca- 
tion of a physician’s license if he 
ears aids or abets in the per- 
ormance of an unlawful termina- 
tion of a pregnancy.!* The final 
provision merely states that if any 
part of the act is declared invalid, 
the remaining portions which can 
be given effect shall continue as 
viable law.13 


Analysis 


Because of the short period of 
time since its adoption, the Florida 
courts have not yet had occasion 
to delineate the act’s meaning and 
application.13* However, by re- 
viewing a portion of the judicial 
history of prior Florida abortion 
laws, it is perhaps possible to better 
understand the legislative intent 
and the act’s application. 

It would seem that the new law 
was enacted as a direct result of 
the Florida Supreme Court’s de- 
cision in Walsingham v. State.4 
In that case, appellants were con- 
victed of conspiring to commit 
abortion. On appeal, they argued 
that the Florida abortion laws un- 
der which they had been convicted 
were unconstitutional and that the 
trial court had erred in instructing 
the jury. The court found that the 
trial judge had given an erroneous 
instruction and set aside the con- 
victions, thereby avoiding the con- 
stitutional question. However, Mr. 
Justice Adkins, writing for the 
court, went on to discuss the “de- 
ficiencies” of the abortion laws then 
in force “with the hope legislative 
action may be in the 
future.”15 

The court noted many of the 
problems inherent in the then ex- 
isting laws, which permitted abor- 
tion only when necessary to pre- 
serve the life of the mother. The 
court pointed out that one of the 
difficulties with the laws was that 
they attempted to define a medical 
problem in terms that were not 


understandable by the medical pro- 
fession, as well as the fact that the 
statutes did not take cognizance of 
the medical distinction between 
abortion and miscarriage. Finally, 
Mr. Justice Adkins detailed the 
essence of the court’s concern with 
the laws when he stated: 


The continuance of the sole exception 
to the abortion statute of the necessity 
to save life is a refusal to recognize the 
advance of medical science in its under- 
standing of the mind, and can no longer 
be considered as representing a reason- 
able classification. In effect, the statute 
says that a woman whose continued 
physical life is threatened by pregnancy 
may secure appropriate ideal bel p, but 
that a woman whose sanity is equally 
threatened must be condemned to a con- 
tinuing existence without the human at- 
tributes of intelligence and reason. Our 
society should not condone such a classi- 
fication as reasonable. 

Also, the court should entertain serious 
reservations regarding the exclusion from 
the right to abortion of the victims of 
forcible rape or the minor who is preg- 
nant as the result of an uninvited in- 
cestuous relationship. The better view is 
that the interest of such women in being 
relieved from the consequences of the 
violations of their body should, in a 
civilized society, be deemed superior to 
the interest of the unborn child con- 
ceived in violence or lust. 

The duty and judgment of a physician, 
the necessity pt welfare of the patient, 
and the rights of both, cannot be subject- 
ed to arbitrary and unreasonable legisla- 
tive interference and infringement. A 
physician has the right and duty to prac- 
tice his chosen profession to the best of 
his ability, which necessarily includes the 
discretion to perform those procedures 
which in his expert medical judgment, 
he deems to be in his patient's best 
interest. 16 


It should be noted, at least in 
passing, that the Florida court in 
Walsingham relied heavily on 
United States v. Vuitchi7 In 
Vuitch, the United States Supreme 
Court upheld the constitutionality 
of the Washington, D. C., abortion 
law, which permitted termination 
of pregnancy only when “necessary 
for the preservation of the mother's 
life or health.”'* However, in so 
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doing, the Court placed a rather 
expansive interpretation on the 
act's exceptions. It held that the 
term “health,” as used in the act, 
included psychological as well as 
physical well-being, without regard 
to any conditions, or lack thereof, 
in the patient's history. And the 
Court pointed out that “whether a 
aay ar operation is necessary 
or a patient's Pony or mental 
health is a judgment that physi- 
cians are obviously called upon to 
make routinely. . . .”2% 

The Court also considered the 
question of where the burden of 
proof lies in a prosecution under 
the act. On this question, Mr. Jus- 
tice Black, speaking for the Court, 
stated: 


It would be highly anomalous for a 
legislature to abortions neces- 

for life or health and then to de- 
mand that a doctor, upon pain of one 
to ten years imprisonment, bear the bur- 
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den of proving that an abortion he per- 
formed fell within that category. Placing 
such a burden of proof on a doctor 
would be peculiarly inconsistent with 
society's notions of the responsibilities of 
the medical profession. Generally, doctors 
are encouraged by society’s expectations, 
by the strictures of malpractice law and 
by their own professional standards to 
give their patients such treatment as is 
necessary to preserve their health. We 
are unable to believe that Congress in- 
tended that a physician be required to 
prove his innocence. We therefore hold 
that . . . the burden is on the prosecution 
to plead and prove that an abortion was 
not “necessary for the preservation of the 


mother’s life or health.”20 


A mere cursory reading of Vuitch 
and, more importantly, Walsing- 
ham, compels the conclusion that 
the Florida Legislature, in enacting 
Chapter 72-196, was responding to 
the court’s none too subtle sug- 
gestion that the old abortion laws 
would be declared invalid in an 
appropriate case. In light of this, 
it would appear that the legisla- 
ture, in drafting 72-196, was at- 
tempting to enact a law that would 
overcome the justices’ objections, 
and be consistent with the courts’ 
expressed opinions. It logically fol- 
lows that the new law should be 
read in a manner consistent with 


Vuitch and Walsingham. 


Application of the New Law 


With this background in mind, 
we now turn to a consideration of 
the meaning and application of the 
new law. Initially, we note that the 
broadest exception in the act per- 
mits an abortion when it appears 
that “to a reasonable degree of 
medical certainty the continuation 
of the pregnancy would substan- 
tially impair the life or health of 
the female.”2? It is clear that the 
legislature was trying to provide 
the medical profession with a stan- 
dard it understands. However, it is 
questionable whether it did. 

Although this standard is a vast 
improvement over its predecessors, 
it may be that it nevertheless un- 
necessarily restricts the occasions 
when an abortion may be legally 
performed to the extent that the 
courts might invalidate it. This 
question turns on the interpretation 


that will be placed on the two re- 
strictive phrases contained in the 
standard. The first of these requires 
that the determination to terminate 
be based on a “reasonable degree 
of medical certainty.” Trying to de- 
fine this nebulous phrase is a dif- 
ficult task, to say the least. Never- 
theless, we can put the phrase in 
more precise terms by analogy. 

In the realm of expert medical 
testimony, it is common to inquire 
of a witness whether he can state, 
with reasonable medical certainty, 
that a specific injury caused, or re- 
sulted in, the particular physical 
condition in question. The question 
presumes that a response based on 
a reasonable medical certainty is 
the most definitive testimony on a 
medical problem that can be given, 
that it is more or less conclusive 
proof of the point at issue, assum- 
ing there is no rebuttal evidence. 
This rationale is apparently based 
on a recognition that the art of 
treating and healing is an imprecise 
science, and that reasonable cer- 
tainty is all that can normally be 
achieved. 

The courts have seldom dealt 
with the question of exactly 
what “reasonable medical certain- 
ty” means. However, they have 
stated that testimony not based on 
reasonable certainty is that type 
which can be _ identified with 
phrases such as “could cause,” 
“might have,” or “probably did.”? 
In other words, reasonable medical 
certainty involves something more 
than a mere 51% _ probability. 
“Certainty means ‘freedom from 
doubt’; therefore, reasonable cer- 
tainty means freedom from reason- 
able doubt.”2% To support a 
conclusion established beyond a 
reasonable doubt, the information 
upon which such conclusion is 
based must not only be consistent 
with the conclusion but must also 
be inconsistent with any reasonable 
hypothesis of another conclusion.?4 
Thus, information leaving uncer- 
tain which of several hypotheses 
may be true, or establishing only a 
probability favoring one hypothesis 
over another, no matter how strong 
the probability may be, is insuffi- 
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cient to establish a fact or conclu- 
sion beyond a reasonable doubt.?5 

Based on the foregoing, we can 
perhaps best define the phrase 
“reasonable medical certainty” as a 
medical conclusion, made by a 
competent physician, based on a 
conscientious and medically well 
founded belief that a specified re- 
sult is so likely to occur that its 
occurrence cannot intelligently be 
doubted. Assuming this to be a 
valid definition, it must be recalled 
that the statutory phrase is “reason- 
able degree of medical certainty.” 
The question remains whether the 
words “degree of” qualify the 
phrase and create a less rigorous 
standard. It seems clear that “de- 
gree,” as used in the statutory con- 
text, means level or gradation. 
However, accepting the view that 
“certainty” means “freedom from 
doubt,” it seems just as clear that 
there cannot be a lower or higher 
level of freedom from doubt. Thus, 
the conclusion seems inescapable 
that the phrase “reasonable degree 
of medical certainty” constitutes a 
contradiction in terms. 

Assuming the foregoing analysis 
is correct, it would appear that the 
legislature has again left the legal 
and medical professions, as well as 
the general public, in the dark. 
Either the word “degree” was unin- 
tentionally or thoughtlessly inserted 
and the legislature intended for a 
physician to act only on reasonable 
medical certainty, as previously 
defined, or it was inserted for the 
purpose of easing the standard and 
permitting a physician to act based 
on his expert medical opinion, al- 
beit the insertion is contradictory 
of the rest of the phrase. 

In order to make an educated 
guess as to which of the two expla- 
nations is correct, it seems advis- 
able to first consider the meaning 
of the second restrictive phrase 
contained in the clause. This phrase 
requires a determination that “the 
continuation of the pregnancy 
would substantially impair the life 
or health of the female.” The cru- 
cial words in this phrase are those 
with emphasis added. 

As pointed out in the earlier dis- 
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cussion of Walsingham, supra, the 
Florida Supreme Court indicated 
that it probably could not constitu- 
tionally uphold an abortion law 
that would not permit a physician 
to perform a procedure “which in 
his expert medical judgment, he 
deems to be in his patient's best 
interests.”26 The statute considered 
by the Supreme Court in Vuitch, 
supra, provided that abortion was 
unlawful unless “necessary for the 
preservation of the mother’s life or 
health. . . .”"27 Under 72-196, abor- 
tion is unlawful unless the preg- 
nancy will “substantially impair the 
life or health of the female.” The 
question presented by these vari- 
ations in terminology is whether 
the statutory language of 72-196 
provides the physician with suffi- 
cient latitude to be constitutionally 
upheld under Walsingham. 

In Vuitch, supra, the word 
“health” was defined “as the ‘[s]tate 
of being . . . sound in body [or] 
mind.’”28 The Court went on to 
suggest that the statute under con- 
sideration, when reviewed in light 
of the definition of “health,” per- 
mitted an abortion whenever a 
physician deemed it to be in the 
best interests of his patient. The 
Court stated: 


[Whether a particular operation is nec- 
essary for a patient’s physical or mental 
health is a judgment that physicians are 
obviously called on to make routinely 
whenever surgery is considered.29 


The implication or suggestion con- 
tained in this statement is even 
stronger when it is recalled that 


the Court in Vuitch also held that 
“the burden is on the prosecution 
to plead and prove that an abortion 
was not ‘necessary for the preser- 
vation of the mothers life or 
health.’ ”3° Thus it can be seen that 
the Supreme Court in Vuitch, and 
the Florida high court in Walsing- 
ham, were saying the same thing: 
a physician must be allowed to 
perform an abortion when, in his 
expert medical judgment, he be- 
lieves it is in the best interests of 
his patient. 

It would seem that the statutory 
phrase imposes a stricter standard 
than that which the courts have 
indicated they will permit. It may 
be that a physician would not 
normally perform a particular pro- 
cedure unless he believes that his 
failure to do so will “substantially 
impair the life or health” of his 
patient. However, it is more likely 
that this is not the case. Obviously, 
the failure to remove a malignant 
growth would substantially impair 
a patient’s health. On the other 
hand, would the failure to remove 
a small, benign, cosmetically un- 
noticeable growth substantially im- 
pair a patient’s health? It might, 
in some more or less insignificant 
fashion, impair a patient’s health, 
but it is certainly doubtful that sub- 
stantial impairment would result. 

Thus, the substantial impairment 
standard is, in fact, more rigorous 
than the standard the courts have 
indicated they will accept. And 
even if we conclude that “degree” 
was inserted in the reasonable cer- 
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Will Florida courts enforce statute with such a severe standard? 


tainty phrase to make it less strict, 
we must nevertheless conclude 
that the legislature is saying that 
a physician must find, beyond a 
reasonable doubt, that the continu- 
ation of a pregnancy will substan- 
tially impair the mental or physical 
well-being of his patient. 

It is submitted that the Florida 
courts will not permit enforcement 
of a statute which establishes such 
a severe and restrictive standard. It 
is well settled that courts will not 
decide the constitutionality of a 
statute where a decision can be 
reached on other grounds.1 If 72- 
196 is challenged in the courts, a 
decision on its constitutionality can 
be avoided, and the statute upheld, 
by applying the following rationale. 

In Delaney v. State,3? the court 
stated: 


In this state, as in most others, the 
rule prevails that in reenacting a statute 
the legislature is presumed to be aware 
of constructions placed upon it by the 
highest court of the state, and, in the 
absence of clear expressions to the con- 
trary, is presumed to have adopted these 
constructions.3 3 


Thus, it can reasonably be argued 
that the legislature was aware of 
the standard that the Florida Su- 
preme Court indicated it would 
accept in Walsingham and, since it 
did not give a clear expression to 
the contrary in 72-196, the legisla- 
ture intended that its standard, al- 
though phrased in different words, 
should be read in a manner con- 
sistent with Walsingham. There- 
fore, the statutory standard, “rea- 
sonable degree of medical certainty 
that the continuation of the preg- 
nancy wil] substantially impair the 
life or health of the female,” when 
read in light of Walsingham, would 
permit a physician “to practice his 
profession to the best of his ability, 
which necessarily includes the dis- 
cretion to perform those procedures 
which in his expert medical judg- 
ment, he deems to be in his pa- 
tient’s best interests.”34 

It may be argued that the Flor- 
ida Supreme Court did not place 
the foregoing construction on the 
former abortion law in Walsing- 
ham; that this was merely dictum. 
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Perhaps, in a technical sense, it 
did not. However, the court did 
indicate that this was its view of 
the abortion controversy and it 
seems clear that it cannot be pre- 
sumed that the Florida Legislature 
would enact a law that it knew 
the Florida Supreme Court would 
strike down. If such a presumption 
could be made, the courts, at least 
in this instance, would probably 
give the statutory language a con- 
struction similar to the standard 
the Florida Supreme Court sug- 
gested in Walsingham, based on 
the rule of construction that “stat- 
utes should be construed when- 
ever possible so as to uphold their 
constitutionality.”35 

The conclusion, at least of this 
writer, is that, under existing 
abortion legislation, a physican in 
Florida may legally perform an 
abortion when he deems it to be 
in the best interests of his patient. 
It may well be that the Florida 
Supreme Court will be called upon 
to resolve any possible problems 
of construction, but it seems clear 
that Walsingham will be its guide. 
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"3 F.S.A. Sess. Laws ch. 72-196 (1972). 


“Although the Florida courts have 
not had occasion to comment on the new 
law, the Attorney General of Florida has 
rendered an opinion on it. However, it is 
not really interpretive of the statute and, 
of course, an Attorney General’s opinion 
is not binding on the courts. The opinion 
dec'ares, in effect, that: 

1. Only doctors of medicine or osteo- 
pathic licensed in Florida may perform 
abortions. 

2. A hospital may establish reasonable 
regulations pertaining to performance of 
abortions in the hospital which exceed 
statutory requirements. 

3. The consent and request require- 
ments are constitutional. 

4. Emergency treatment not intended 
to terminate a pregnancy, but which re- 


sults in miscarriage, cannot result in 
criminal liability for the physician. 

5. Substantial impairment, for pur- 
poses of the statute, need not be per- 
manent in nature. 

6. An obstetrician or gynecologist may 
independently determine whether sub- 
stantial impairment will result from preg- 
nancy without consulting a psychiatrist. 

The last statement apparently refers to 
the situation where the physician con- 
cludes that continuation of the pregnancy 
will substantially impair the mental 
health of the mother. 

It would appear that the only part of 
the opinion that really raises an interest- 
ing question, and involves interpretation 
of the act, is the conclusion that the im- 
pairment need not be permanent in na- 
ture. This presents problems, considered 
in the body of the article, infra, in trying 
to determine what “substantial impair- 
ment” really means. It would seem that 
impairment which is substantial would 
of necessity be permanent in nature. 
However, it may be that there are situ- 
ations where this would not be the case. 
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THIS ARTICLE IS INTENDED to ac- 
quaint businessmen, attorneys and 
stockbrokers with developments 
that have recently taken place in 
the area of the law dealing with 
private placement of securities. 
These developments will signifi- 
cantly change old theories and 
practices concerning the private 
sale of securities. 

The private offering has been 
utilized for many years to facilitate 
the raising of capital by selling 
stock to a limited number of people 
so as to avoid the registration re- 
quirements of the Securities Act 
of 19331 

This area of the law has long 
been misunderstood by most of 
those who utilize the exemption. It 
is an area replete with misconcep- 
tions and misunderstanding and it 
is truly one where a little knowl- 
edge must be construed as being 
a dangerous thing. The majority 
of business people and lawyers 
alike for years have labored under 
the misconception that the sale of 
stock to less than a certain number 
of people would be permissible as 
a private placement. This has often 
been referred to as the “magic 
numbers” approach. 


This article is intended to correct 
those misconceptions and at the 
same time analyze the changes 
caused by recent court decisions. 
In doing this, the article is concern- 
ed only with federal law and does 
not take into consideration the 
problem of the blue sky laws of the 
various states. 

At the outset, it is important to 
recognize that Federal Securities 
Laws apply to all sales of securities 
irrespective of whether the corpo- 
ration is public or private. It is 
well established that any sale of 
securities, even of a corporation 
with three stockholders, is subject 
to the Federal Securities Acts.* 


Section 5 of the Securities Act of 
19333 requires that before stock 
may be sold to the public, it must 
be registered with the Securities 
Exchange Commission. The regis- 
tration process is usually a lengthy, 
time-consuming process that, for 
the most part, must be considered 
expensive. Section 4 of the act con- 
tains certain exemptions from the 
registration provisions. It is spe- 
cifically Section 4(2)* of the act 
that is known as the “nonpublic 
offering exemption.” That section 
states as follows: 


“The provisions of Section 5 
shall not apply to . . . transactions 
by an issuer not involving any pub- 
lic offering.” 

In the event that a proposed 
offering is ruled to be public rather 
than private, the results can be 
devastating. Section 12(1) of the 
Securities Act of 19335 creates a 
cause of action in favor of the pur- 
chaser against the seller for either 
damages or rescission where the 
transaction violates Section 5. The 
SEC has the authority pursuant to 
Section 20(b)® of said act to seek 
an injunction to restrain the offer- 
ing. Lastly, Section 247 imposes 
criminal liability in the event of a 
Section 5 violation. It is thus ob- 
vious that this exemption must be 
dealt with carefully. 

In order for the plaintiff to make 
out a prima facie case that the of- 
fering is public and not private, all 
that need be proved is: 

1. No registration statement was 
in effect as to the securities. 

2. The defendant sold or offered 
to sell these securities. 

3. Interstate transportation or 
communication and the mails were 
used in connection with the sale or 
offer of sale. 

The question of what is and what 
is not a public offering is the 
touchstone of this article. The 
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Commission began interpreting this 
section in 1935, by way of an opin- 
ion of the general counsel (SEC 
Release #33-285, January 24, 1935, 
11 F. R. 10952), which stated, in 
part, that the decision as to wheth- 
er a specific transaction involved a 
public offering depended upon all 
of the surrounding facts and cir- 
cumstances. The opinion placed 
importance upon the number of of- 
ferees, their relationship to each 
other and to the issuer, the number 
of units offered, the size of the of- 
fering and the method used in the 
offering. The release went on to 
define in some detail each of these 
areas. As to the actual number of 
individuals to whom stock could 
be offered, the release stated that 
an offering to not more than ap- 
proximately 25 persons would not 
be an offering to a substantial 
number, and therefore it presum- 
ably would not involve a public 
offering. It further stated, however, 
that the number test alone would 
not be the determining factor. 


The next pronouncement con- 
cerning this subject took place in 
1938 in the case of SEC v. Sunbeam 
Gold Mines Co., 95 F. 2d 699.9 The 
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals in 
that case stressed as a criterion that 
there be a sensible relationship be- 
tween the reason for making the 
offer and the selection of particular 
offerees. The fact that the offerees 
were existing shareholders of the 
company by itself was not enough. 

The major court decision in this 
field took place in 1953 in a deci- 
sion by the U. S. Supreme Court in 
the case of SEC v. Ralston Purina 
Co., 346 U. S. 119.1° The Supreme 
Court set two broard criteria which 
have been generally followed. 
These criteria are whether the of- 
ferees need the protection which 
registration would provide, and 
second, whether the offerees had 
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access to the type of information 
that would have been available in 
a registration statement. Just as 
important, the Court specifically 
did away with any numerical test 
as to the number of offerees that 
could be offered stock. How often 
have you heard the statement made 
that as long as the sales were made 
to less than 25 people it was 
permissible? 


In 1959 the Second Circuit Court 
of Appeals, in the case of Gilligan, 
Will & Co. v. SEC, 267 F. 2d 461 
cert. denied, 361 U. S. 896,1) stated 
that 


the governing fact is whether the persons 
to whom the offering is made are in such 
a position with respect to the issuer that 
they either actually have such informa- 
tion as a registration statement would 
have disclosed, or have access to such 
information. 


The Commission, ever since the 
decision in the Ralston Purina case, 
has concentrated not on the num- 
ber of actual purchasers of the 
securities but on the number of 
persons to whom the securities 
were offered. In this context the 
word “offer” has a special meaning. 
It is imperative that it be borne in 
mind that the offer is not limited to 
those situations whereby a formal 
ie ing to purchase the stock is 
made. It is the Commission’s inter- 
pretation that any effort to dispose 
of a security must be regarded as 
an offer. This position was clarified 
in SEC Release #33-4552 (1962),12 
wherein it was stated: 


Negotiations or conversations with or 
general solicitations of an unrestricted 
and unrelated group of prospective pur- 
chasers for the purpose of ascertaining 
who would be willing to accept an offer 
of securities is inconsistent with a claim 
that the transaction does not involve a 
public offering, even though ultimately 
there may be only a few knowledgeable 


purchasers. 


The release further went on to 
state: 


Whether a transaction is one not involv- 
ing any public offering is essentially a 
question of fact and necessitates a con- 
sideration of all the surrounding circum- 
stances, including such factors as the 
relationship between the offerees and the 
issuer, the nature, scope, size, type and 
manner of the offering. 


It is fairly clear at this point of 
the discussion that the Ralston 
Purina case did away with the nu- 
merical test of 25, and further that 
the dominant consideration would 
be the quality of the information 
that was available or given to the 
offerees. In rejecting the number 
test, the court stated “The statute 
would seem to apply to a public 
offering whether to few or many.” 
The court at that time was concern- 
ed with the access to the informa- 
tion by the offerees and also the 
need of the offerees for the protec- 
tion of the act. 


It is interesting to note a sub- 
sequent S.E.C. decision in the case 
of Cameron Industries Inc., 39 
S.E.C. 540 (1959).13 In that case 
there was an offering to three peo- 
ple who purchased $11,750 of secu- 
rities. The SEC ruled that it was a 
public offering since there was no 
proof that the offerees had informa- 
tion concerning the company. 


Rumblings of Discontent 
The law apparently became 


settled in its confusion until rum- 
blings of discontent were heard in 
the case of Lively v. Hirschfeld, 
Tenth Circuit, 440 F. 2d 631.14 
This decision rendered by the 
Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals 
took place in 1971. It was one of 
the initial decisions which has con- 
tributed to the demise of the pri- 
vate offering exemption. This case 
involved the purchase of unregis- 
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From these decisions it would appear almost impossible to meet the requirements 


tered stock by an airline pilot, who 
it was determined had considerable 
business experience and had previ- 
ously purchased stock. The court 
granted to purchaser rescission, 
even though he apparently had not 
asked for information concerning 
the company, and none was appar- 
ently withheld from him. The court 
held that the Ralston Purina stan- 
dard encompassed “only persons 
of exceptional business experience 
and in a position where they have 
regular access to all the informa- 
tion and records which would show 
the potential for the corporation.” 


The next salvo was fired in the 
case of Hill York Corp. v. American 
International Franchises, Inc., Fifth 
Circuit (1971), 448 F. 2d 680.15 
This case has gone a long way to- 
wards destroying the private offer- 
ing exemption. The guidelines laid 
down by the Fifth Circuit Court of 
Appeals as to a permissible private 
placement are so far-reaching that 
it would be virtually impossible 
for the issuer to comply. In this 
case the offering was made only to 
sophisticated businessmen and law- 
yers. It was because of this that 
the issuer felt it was secure in rely- 
ing upon the exemption. The court, 
however, swept this position aside 
with little difficulty, stating that “al- 
though this evidence is certainly 
favorable to the defendants, the 
level of sophistication will not carry 
the point.” The court stressed 
rather the access to the information 
as being critical and stated: 
Obviously if the plaintiffs did not possess 
the information requisite for a registra- 
tion statement, they could not bring their 
sophisticated knowledge of business af- 


fairs to bear in deciding whether or not 
to invest in this franchise sales center. 


The court, in effect, took the posi- 
tion that the purchasers must be 
provided with information that 
would be contained in a registra- 
tion statement. 

The final shot was heard in the 
case of SEC v. Continental Tobacco 
Co. of South Carolina, 326 F. Supp. 
588 (D.C. Fla. 1971) U.S. Court of 
Appeals Fifth Circuit 71-2955.16 

The decision in this case was ren- 
dered on June 2, 1972, by the Fifth 
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Circuit Court of Appeals. The 
court forcefully restated the well 
established principle that the bur- 
den of proving the availability of 
the exemption is upon the party 
seeking the benefit of the exemp- 
tion. The court quoted, with ap- 
proval, the following language from 
Hill York: 


The definition of a class to which an offer 
of securities can be made in reliance on 
the private offering exemption may, ac- 
cordingly, be summarized as follows: 
where the number of offerees is so limited 
that they may constitute a class of persons 
having such a privileged relationship with 
the issuer that their present knowledge 
and facilities for acquiring information 
about the issuer noel make registration 
unnecessary for their protection, then the 
exemption is available. Conversely, the 
term “public offering” must refer to all 
offerings of securities where the public 
interest is not remote and the relationship 
between the issuer and offeror does not 
create special advantages in the offerees 
substantially different from the status of 
members of the public at large to be able 
to obtain all necessary information about 
the issuer and its securities. 


Also to be considered is the relationship 
between the offerees and their knowledge 
of each other. For example, if the of- 
fering is being made to a diverse and 
unrelated group, i.e., lawyers, grocers, 
plumbers, etc., then the offering would 
have the appearance of being a public 
offering; but an offering to a select group 
of high executive officers of the issuer 
who know each other and of course have 
similar interests and knowledge of the 
offering would more likely be character- 
ized as a private offering. 


The court went on to point out 
that merely providing information 
that would be contained in a regis- 
tration statement of itself would 
not be sufficient to entitle one to 
the exemption. What the court in 
fact stated is that the issuer must 
clearly prove that as to all offerees 
there was a lack of public need for 
registration and the protections of 
the act. In other words, not only 
is the information necessary but the 
persons to whom the stock is sold 
must be of a sophisticated class 
such as officers of the issuer. 

It is of interest to realize that the 
investors in this case were supplied 
with considerable information from 
the company. They were all given 


a private placement memorandum. 
As to this the court stated: 


The record does not establish that each 
offeree had a relationship with Continen- 
tal giving access to the kind of informa- 
tion that registration would have dis- 
closed. The offers of common stock were 
to dentists, physicians, housewives, and 
businessmen, who had no relationship 
with Continental other than that of share- 
holder once the purchases were made. 
None of the purchasers had any actual 
opportunity to inspect Continental’s rec- 
ords or to verify for themselves state- 
ments made to thes as inducements for 
the purchases. Some of the purchasers 
had never met any officers of the com- 
pany prior to acquiring the stock. 


Prior to their purchase of securi- 
ties the investors signed the follow- 
ing investment letter: 


I understand the nature of the invest- 
ment being made and the financial risks 
thereof. I have received a copy of your 
written prospectus including unaudited 
financial statements as of May 15, 1969, 
by Clarkson, Harden and Gantt, Certified 
Public Accountants. I have read and 
reviewed same and I have questioned the 
officers of the company and counsel for 
the company concerning the business and 
financial statements of the company and 
I do not desire any further information 
or data concerning your company. 


This type of investment letter has 
been used almost routinely in pri- 
vate placements. Heretofore it was 
felt that it was protection for the 
seller. 


On this subject the court quoted 
with approval the case of U. S. v. 
Custer Channel Wing Corporation, 
376 F, 2d 675 (Fourth Circuit 
1967 ),27 on the subject of invest- 
ment letters: 


«release These are only precautions (to 
prevent illegal distributions) and are not 
to be regarded as basis for exemption 
from registration. The signing of an 
investment letter and the imprinting of 
a legend on the stock certificates are not 
sufficient to constitute the . . . offering 
a private one in the absence of proof that 
the purchasers actually had access to the 
kind of information that a registration 
statement would disclose. 


The private offering exemption 
has been utilized since the incep- 
tion of the Securities Act of 1933 
as a method for raising capital. It 
is estimated that as much capital 
has been raised by the private of- 
fering exemption as has been raised 
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by the registration of securities. A 
large percentage of the funds raised 
by the private offering method have 
been utilized for the purpose of 
enabling corporations to expand 
and as a result for the economy 


to prosper. 
Russian Roulette 


The courts in these recent deci- 
sions have succeeded as a practical 
matter in destroying this once 
viable method of raising capital. 
From the issuer's point of view, 
engaging in a private placement is 
akin to playing Russian roulette. 
There is no question that if the 
investment were to turn out poor: 
a competent securities lawyer 
would be in a position to obtain 
rescission of the transaction and 
return to the purchaser his invest- 
ment. From these decisions it 
would appear almost impossible to 
meet the requirements that these 
courts have established. A prudent 
lawyer will have extreme difficulty 


that these courts have established 


in advising his client how to meet 
these new criteria unless the of- 
ferees are insiders of the company. 
Absent that, there is no sure way 
to advise a client so that he may 
proceed without risk in effecting a 
private placement. 

It is suggested that relief from 
this situation must be obtained im- 
mediately. It is doubtful that the 
United States Supreme Court will 
be in a position to settle the ques- 
tion within the near future. There- 
fore, as a reasonable alternative, it 
is suggested that the Securities and 
Exchange Commission under its 
authority promulgate 
new regulations which would 
clarify the situation for the benefit 
of all concerned. 
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LETTERS 


Taking A Position 

I am aroused by your November 
President’s Page—“Should The Florida 
Bar Take Positions on Controversial 
Issues?” 

I concur with your view which 
favors Justice Hopping’s view. 

I for one regret that The Florida 
Bar declined, when asked, to express 
its view ——s capital punishment. 

It is lamentable that we eschew 
controversy . . . , particularly in areas 
in which other professions or dis- 
ciplines have no greater competence 
or farsightedness. A plethora of views 
have been expressed on the subject by 
well-motivated persons with no partic- 
ular acumen, yet, we tilt toward 
avoidance of controversy because of 
our fear to take a position ... , or 
some visceral feeling that we must 
be deferential. 

I would lean toward a controversy 
and take a position in any case in 
which the controversy did not lend 
itself to expertise. I suggest 
that we are backing into a posture of 
social muteness . . . , inhibited perhaps 
by the solemn provisions of our by- 
laws, which require a majority vote 
of the entire Board on a legislative 
matter (Article VI, Section 2.). 


Kosert C. Scorr 
Ft. Lauderdale 
Adventure of Another Kind 


I was very interested to receive 
your recent notice advertising the 
South Pacific Adventure for all mem- 
bers of The Florida Bar. I am sure 
that the planned excursion will prove 
entertaining and rewarding for our 
brethern who embark upon it. From 
my travels in the South Pacific area, 


I can highly recommend the area 
to all those who seek adventure. 
Nevertheless, I must presently re- 
strict my own traveling to the small 
but interesting circuit which I ride as 
a military defense counse] upon and 
around the China Sea and the Gulf of 
Tonkin. 
RicHarp CALDWELL SMITH 
LT., JAGC, USNR 
TAD Da Nang, V 


Professional Legacy 


In regard to the lette 0m J. Clin- 
ton Scott, November Bar Journal, I 
find Mr. Scott’s preoccupation with 
money (“Can they make a living 
practicing law?”) sad. . . . It is sad 
about his dissuaded (defrauded?) 
nephew—o what goal/direction is his 
education being directed? As for his 
son—what life/career does he desire 
for him? 

It is clear he does not know about 
that extremely select group of law- 
yers, If you are now one of them you 
are more than fortunate; if you are 
not and have children under 18, you 
can begin to plan to join our lucky 
group. 

The members of the group are 
those lawyers who have had the total- 
ly satisfying glowing pleasure and 
continuing a of seeing a 
daughter or son become a really-truly 
lawyer. A decision of the Florida Su- 
preme Court some years ago said that 
it takes two generations to make a 
proper lawyer. Some of us know it is 
true. ... 


I have observed that too many 
lawyers, as with people in other pro- 
fessions, say “I do not want my child 
to be a_lawyer/doctor/ whatever,” 
which can only affirmatively indicate 
a basic distaste the speaker has for 
his profession. If one is happy and 
satisfied with one’s own business or 
profession, what better life/career 
could one wish for one’s children than 
that they too be in it? 

To speak of money, what better 
financial legacy can a parent leave a 
child than a professional] practice. . . . 
a practice making $20,000 or more a 
year ought to be worth $400,000- 
with no inheritance tax thereon! 

I have four children and thought it 
would be good if all four could be/ 
wanted be lawyers, and we built 
on this premise, but did not belabor 
the point as they grew up and their 
education progressed. To me it seem- 
ed important to make practicing law 
appear to them to be a desirable way 
to make a living. 


. . » Which brings us to the point 
of the “group”—the first time my son 
and I had a “full dress” hearing in an 
important case it took an hour and a 
half. . . . This is the most marvelous 
thing that could happen to a lawyer— 
you sit there and hear your child try 
a case or conduct a hearing. You 
experience a unique happiness — 
if your life has been practicin 
law. There are religious/philosophi 
tenets which sav that your immortality 
is in your children—this is the hour 
when you know it is true... . 


But even if it does not ~— 
quite this way—how could a legal 
education and admission to the bar 
ever be considered as wasted... . 
no matter what life/career develops 
for your daughter or son? 


CATHERINE H. CARTER 
Johnson, Vermont 


In November 1972 this column con- 
tained a letter from J. Clinton Scott to 
President Wm. Reece Smith commenting 
on the President's Page in the October 
issue. Below is part of Mr. Smith’s re- 
sponse to Mr. Scott: 


I am elated to learn someone reads 
the President's Page. I am disap- 
pointed to learn you disagree with 
me. But, in the latter respect, I am 
not surprised because the legal pro- 
fession is faced with some difficult 
problems and I’m sure I don’t know 
all the right answers. 

The increased interest in law, and 
the prospective number of graduates, 
is one of the problems. 

We differ as to whether there is 
or will be an “enormous excess of law 

duates.” Accepting your view ar- 
guendo, I would be glad to have your 
views as to why and how we should 
“act now to limit our numbers.” 

Limiting educational or career op- 
portunity to meet projected employ- 
ment opportunity strikes me as a 
socialistic concept. If we do it as to 
law, then why not as to all other 


professions, or for business? Where 
does that lead? Seemingly to mass 


THE FLORIDA BAR JOURNAL 


4 

a 

: 

| 

: 

ee 

« 

i 


regulation of which I 
ink we already have an abundance. 

And how do we “limit our num- 
ber”? Law school admission standards 
already are so high most of those now 
practicing would not have been able 
to gain admission when they com- 
menced law school and many of our 
sons, who we believe subjectively 
would make fine lawyers, cannot gain 
admission. If we don’t increase stan- 
dards but limit the number of places 
in law schools, how do we predict 
the number of lawyers needed? No 
one seems to know. 

I agree bar examinations should be 
meaningful and seek to identify qual- 
ity lawyers. But, again, how many 
do we need each year? And what 
standard should be used? Unless we 


say that only the top 1%, or 5%, or 
10% or 50% shall licensed, how 
do we set the standard for quality? 
More work is being done now than 
ever before on bar exams and the 
standards are said to be high. But 
the quality of students has also in- 
creased and so more may be passing 
the bar exams now simply because 
there is a large number of highly 
qualified persons. 

Unless we completely change our 
free enterprise system, I doubt there 
is any ultimate answer except the 
laws of natural selection and supply 
and demand. If a large number of 
conve persons study law and pass 
the bar exams, “competition” will ul- 
timately eliminate the less suited. 
That has been our way. That may 


pe produce a stronger and better 
ar. 

I agree that “competition” may also 
encourage unethical conduct. But 
can’t we guard against and control 
that? And isn’t this better than in- 
a government to regulate the 
number of lawyers? Some already are 
suggesting the legal profession should 
be like a regulated public utility, with 
governmental control of who must be 
served, what fees are to be paid and 
how much we can make. I don’t like 
that. Moreover, it would spell death 
to a free and independent bar which, 
I think, is essential to our form of gov- 
ernment. 

Wo. REECE SMITH, JR. 
President 
Tampa 
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THE DAY 


NEWS 


Two Committees Studying Judicial! Polls, 
Election of Judges After Recent Criticism 


Two committees of The Florida 
Bar presently are working to regain 
respect and validity for future judi- 
cial polls and elections in Florida. 

In December Bar President Wm. 
Reece Smith, Jr., appointed a 12- 
member special committee to make 
an exhaustive study of judicial 
polls, and the standing committee 
on Judicial Selection, Tenure and 
Compensation is studying the en- 
tire election picture—from review- 
ing campaign material to better 
procedures for election and tenure 
of judges. Both committees are to 
report their recommendations and 
findings to the Board of Governors 
by its May meeting. 

. The Special Committee on Judi- 
cial Polls, chaired by Eli H. Subin 
of Orlando, was named as a result 
of responses Smith received from 
local bar presidents regarding their 
experience with judicial polls and 
comments made by the press after 
last year’s primary elections. The 
replies indicated judicial polls have 
lost validity in many areas of the 
state. Criticism ranged from The 
Florida Bar’s failure to conduct 
a poll on the Supreme Court 
race to suggestions that polls be 
discontinued. 

According to the president, ele- 
ments of the Bar are criticized for 
failing to contro] the ballots, for 
failing to use uniform criteria in 
measuring qualifications, for con- 
ducting popularity contests, for al- 
lowing persons to vote who lack 
the experience to form an opinion, 
for allowing local bias to enter into 
balloting in district court elections 
and for using “qualified” and 
“not qualified” rather than “best 
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qualified” and “least qualified” 
expressions. 

The Judicial Selection, Tenure 
and Compensation Committee at 
the General Meeting of Commit- 
tees in September voted to recom- 
mend that all polls in the future be 
conducted by The Florida Bar at 
Bar expense. Under the chairman- 
ship of William Trickel, Jr., of 
Orlando, this committee also has 
prepared legislation to amend the 
“resign to run” law to exclude from 
its restrictions not only persons 
holding federal office, but persons 
holding any judicial office under 
the laws of Florida who seek to 
qualify as a candidate for other 
judicial office. Additionally, this 
committee is studying a “Florida 
Plan” similar to other state plans 
now in operation which provide 
for the appointment of judicial 
officers. 

The Special Committee on Judi- 
cial Polls is considering whether 
the polls should be continued; 
whether they should be held an- 
nually, as in Dade County, or only 
in election years; the procedures to 
be followed in conducting a poll; 
whether the Integration Rule 
should be amended to provide that 
judicial polls be conducted pursu- 
ant to Florida Bar guidelines or 
whether guidelines be promulgated 
and local bars be invited to use 
them, and finally how expenses 
could be defrayed if the Bar does 
sponsor polls. 

A straw vote of the Board of 
Governors at its November meet- 
ing showed that all members vot- 
ing except two favored judicial 
polls. However, President-elect 


Earl B. Hadlow reported that 
members of the Florida Supreme 
Court had mixed views concerning 
the desirability of statewide judicial 
polls. 

Members of the special commit- 
tee include, in addition to Subin, 
David C. Goodwin, vice chairman, 
John W. Ball, Roger B. Colton, 
Ronald A. Cyril, Harry A. Gaines, 
R. Philip Haddock, William C. 
Haire, Jr., William Keen, Bruce 
Marger, Anthony I. Provitola and 
Joe C. Willcox. 

David R. Lewis, George W. 
Wright, Jr., and John R. Wood 
serve as vice chairmen of 
the 30-member Judicial Selection 
Committee. 


Attorneys’ Institute 
on ‘Rehabilitation’ 


A seminar on “Orthopaedics and 
Rehabilitation” for attorneys whose 
law practice requires medical 
knowledge has been scheduled by 
the University of Miami's Law 
Center. The Medical Institute for 
Attorneys will be held February 
28 through March 3 at the Ameri: 
cana Hotel in Miami Beach. 

UM Professor Walter H. Beck- 
ham, Jr., a member of the Bar, and 
Dr. Augusto Sarmiento will be co- 
moderators of the institute. Beck- 
ham is director of the program, 
now in its fifth year. Inquiries 
about the program should be di- 
rected to him at the Law Center, 
P. O. Box 8087, Coral Gables 33124. 

The fee for the institute will be 
$125 and will include reference 
materials, textbook, and a cocktail 
reception. It is designed not to be 
a trial technique or advocacy 
course, but an in-depth education 
in traumatic medicine, with special] 
emphasis on rehabilitation. 
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Florida's First Institute for Judicial 


Nominating Commissioners Feb. |, 2 


Governor Reubin Askew and re- 
tired U.S. Supreme Court Justice 
Tom Clark are scheduled to ad- 
dress Florida’s 225 Judicial Nom- 
inating Commissioners at the first 
Florida Institute for Judicial Nomi- 
nating Commissions next month. 
The program will be heid at the 
Tallahassee Hilton and the Florida 
State University College of Law 
February 1 and 2. 

The institute is designed to in- 
form the commissions—there are 25 
with nine members each—of their 
responsibility in filling judicial va- 
cancies. The seminar will suggest 
rules of procedure and discuss how 
to screen judicial applicants and 
how to handle numerous other 
tasks of the commissions. 

Although judicial nominating 
commissioners were named _ last 
year for the appellate and judicial 
circuit commissions, they had to 
be reappointed by the Bar and the 
Governor when they were reestab- 
lished on January 1 by the new 
Article V of the state constitution. 


Forensic Scientists 
To Hold Las Vegas Meeting 


The American Academy of Fo- 
rensic Sciences will hold its 25th 
Annual Meeting at the Las Vegas- 
Hilton, Las Vegas, Nevada, Febru- 
ary 20-23. 

More than 200 speakers and 
panelists from enghent the na- 
tion and from Canada, Belgium, 
Sweden and England will take Pa 
in some 60 scientific and medico- 
legal programs and events to be 
conducted by the academy’s nine 
sections. The four-day event will 
also include the Fifth Annual 
Meeting of the National Associ- 
ation of Medical Examiners. 

Further details, including an ad- 
vance program and registration in- 
formation, may be obtained from 
Dr. James T. Weston, 44 Medical 
Drive, Salt Lake City, Utah 84113. 


Vol. 47, No. 1 @ JANUARY, 1973 


A majority of the lawyer and non- 
lawyer members were reappointed 
and now will serve staggered terms 
ending July 1, 1974, 1975 and 1976. 


The American Judicature Society 
is cosponsoring the institute with 
The Florida Bar and is preparing 
the course material and aintiag 
the faculty. According to its Associ- 
ate Director, R. Stanley Lowe, the 
society is picking faculty primarily 
from states having experience with 
judicial nominating commissions, 
such as Nebraska, Colorado, Iowa, 


Idaho, Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma 
and Utah. 


Federal LEAA funding was re- 
quested to finance the institute. 


Workmen's Compensation 


Copies of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Law (as amended, 1972) 
are now available from the Florida 
Department of Commerce. 


The pamphlet contains the text 
of Chapter 440, the Florida work- 
men’s compensation law, as amend- 
ed to date, and the Industrial 
Relations Commission rules of pro- 
cedure, the complete text of rules 
of trial and appellate procedure in 
workmen’s compensation practice. 

Initial copies are offered free of 
charge; 50 cents will be charged 
for each additional copy. 


The is available at 
local offices of industrial claims 
judges or may be obtained by writ- 
ing Ella Jane P. Davis, attorney- 
editor, Room 219, Ashley Building, 
Tallahassee. 


ATL Invites Law Student Participation 
In Environmental Law Essay Contest 


The Environmental Law Section 
of the Association of Trial Lawyers 
of America (formerly American 
Trial Lawyers Assn.) has just 
launched the ATL’s third annual 
“Environmental Law Essay Con- 
test,” which will be open to all 
law students. 


Students desiring to enter the 
competition should submit a legal 
essay on any subject relating to en- 
vironmental law. Essay subjects 
may cover topics such as water, 
air, and noise pollution; land use 
to control population distribution, 
and to influence patterns of growth 
and behavior; national forest ad- 
ministration; international coopera- 
tion; visual aesthetics, and litigation 
techniques. 

Students competing in the past 
two ATL contests have found that 
their efforts have reaped positive 
results. Pomona, California, attor- 


ney John C. McCarthy, Chairman 
of the ATL Environmental Law 
Section, noted that in addition to 
being reprinted in major law re- 
views, previously submitted essays 
also have proved instrumental in 
correcting potential environmental 
abuses. 

Each law school will judge the 
essays from its own students and 
select the winner for an initial $100 
school prize to be awarded by the 
ATLA. The winning school entry 
must then be forwarded to and 
received by the contest chairman, 
James F. Schaeffer, on or before 
April 1, 1973, for judging in the 
national competition. Mr. Schaef- 
fer’s address is: 253 Adams House, 
Memphis, Tenn. 38103. Seven na- 
tional winners will be selected 
from the intra-school finalists, each 
of whom will receive a prize of 
$500, These winners will be an- 
nounced on or before June 1, 1973. 


31 


7 
: 
‘ : 
Ave 
Hee 
bd 
: 
A 


NEWS 


Cuban Lawyers Petition Supreme Court 
To Take Florida Bar Examination 


The National Association of Cu- 
ban Lawyers, Inc., has filed a 
petition to amend Rules of the Su- 
preme Court of Florida Relating 
to Admission to The Florida Bar. 
Their petition was filed with the 
Supreme Court on November 15 by 
a Miami law firm as attorneys for 
the ad hoc committee of the 
association. 

The National Association of Cu- 
ban Lawyers is the Florida version 
of the Colegio Nacional de Aboga- 
dos de Cuba, which was disbanded 
in 1960. At that time it had a mem- 
bership of 10,000. There are now 
30 exiles living in Dade County, 
who are members of the association 
and wish to be admitted to prac- 
tice in the state. 

The petition is asking for per- 
mission for these former attorneys 
to take the Florida bar examina- 
tion. Present rules require that a 
plicants be graduates of law schoo 
accredited by the Association of 
American Law Schools. A hearing 
date had not been set at press time. 

According to the petition the 
qualified Cuban attorneys are all 


graduates of Cuban law schools 
whose standards and curriculum at 
the time of their graduation were 
at least equal to those outlined in 
Article IV, Section 22 of the Su- 
preme Court Rules. Since their 
exile to Miami all of the petitioners 
have become ie citizens. 

Under the proposed revision to 
the rules, the Cubans would agree 
to complete at least 42 academic 
hours at an accredited Florida law 
school in several areas of law and 
furnish a certificate of completion 
to the Florida Board of Bar 
Examiners. 

The Executive Committee of The 
Florida Bar in December referred 
the petition to the Legal Education 
and Admissions to the Bar Com- 
mittee and to the Association of 
American Law Schools for study. 
After reviewing their reports in 
January the Board of Governors 
will take a position. The Florida 
Board of Bar Examiners also is 
studying the proposal and it and 
the Bar will jointly file an answer 
to the petition with the Supreme 
Court. 


Bar's PR Committee, Media Plan 
To Publish Handbook for Newsmen 


Final preparations for the print- 
ing and statewide distribution of a 
handbook for newsmen are bein 
made by the Bar’s Public Relations 
Committee. The major project, de- 
signed to educate the media about 
legal language and proceedings, is 
a joint venture with the Florida 
Press Association and the Florida 
Broadcasters Association. 

For the first printing, 1200 hand- 
books will be prepared to be dis- 
tributed to members of the press 
and to public relations committees 
of local bar associations to serve as 
an information sourcebook. The 
FPA will distribute 300 copies to 
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its members, and the Bar commit- 
tee is evaluating the possibility of 
making the handbook available to 
college journalism classes. 
Claude M. Harden, Jr., of Lake- 
land is chairman of the subcommit- 
tee which is compiling the source 
material. Members of the FPA, ac- 
cording to its executive director 
James Swain, have been surveyed 
to determine what subjects they 
wish to be covered in the looseleaf 
book. Swain said he would assist 
the standing subcommittee in up- 
dating the handbook by preparing 
answers to questions he receives at 
his office and inserting them near 


PLI Offers Three 
Florida Programs 


Government regulation of leisure 
time dollars going into resort con- 
dominiums will be the subject of 
the Practising Law Institute’s pro- 
gram, Resort Condominiums, to be 
presented March 2-3 at the Ameri- 
cana Hotel, Bal Harbour. 

How does wage and price con- 
trol under Phase II affect the de- 
cision of whether to incorporate? 
How does an on-going professional 
corporation best deal with such 
problems as mergers, expansion 
and termination? How can the pro- 
fessional corporation be used as a 
vehicle for estate and financial 
planning? 

These and other questions will 
be explored in the Practising Law 
Institute’s program, Professional 
Corporations, to be presented 
March 2-3 at the Fontainebleau 
Hotel, Miami Beach. 

PLI will offer a third program on 
Real Estate Tax and Financial As- 
pects February 22-23 at the Shera- 
ton Bel-Air Hotel, St. Petersburg. 
On the faculty will be Norman Lip- 
off and Byron L. Sparber, both of 


Miami. 


appropriate chapters. 

Attorneys with sufficient back- 
ground have authored the various 
chapters in the handbook. Among 
the topics covered are: a glossary 
of common legal terms, a directory 
of Florida courts, including a dia- 
gram of the new structure and 
function of each court, state and 
federal court procedures, Florida 
Bar ethics opinions relating to pub- 
licity and attorney-press relation- 
ships and judiciary-press relation- 
ships, lists of legal aid and lawyer 
referral offices, incumbent judges, 
clerks, and state and county attor- 
neys, Bar committee chairmen and 
local contacts for press information. 
The handbook will also include 
chapters on election laws, public 
notice, free press-fair trial, Florida 
Sunshine Law, libel, lotteries and 
wage and hour laws. 
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THE COURTS 


AND ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIALS 


Appellate 
Circuit 


County 


This supplement to the September 1972 directory issue of The Florida 
Bar Journal is published for the convenience of lawyers and judges in 
practicing under Florida’s new court system. Court personnel as autho- 
rized by Article V, State Constitution, effective January 1, 1973, are listed 
as complete as possible. The Journal appreciates the assistance of chief 
judges and court administrators in compiling these lists. 


(Pull out and insert in your copy of September 1972 JouRNAL for easy 
reference. This replaces Section IV, pages 374-394.) 


pate 


COUNTY COURT JURISDICTION 
(Under Article V and F. S. 39.01, effective 
January 1, 1973) 


Original Jurisdiction 


Criminal Cases 


Misdemeanor cases not cognizable by cir- 
cuit courts 
Violations of municipal and county ordi- 
nances 

Civil Actions 


Actions at law in which matter in contro- 


versy does not exceed $2,500, exclusive of 
interest and costs, except these actions ex- 
clusively in circuit courts 

Delayed birth certificates 

All jurisdiction previously exercised by all 
local courts except circuit courts and ap- 
pellate courts 

Judges shall be committing magistrates 
Coroners unless otherwise provided 


CIRCUIT COURT JURISDICTION 
(Under Article V and F. S. 26.012, effective 
January 1, 1973) 


Exclusive Original Jurisdiction 


Criminal Cases 


Felonies 

Misdemeanors arising out of the same cir- 
cumstances as those giving rise to a felony 
that is also charged 


Civil Actions 


Actions at law not cognizable by county 
courts (matter in controversy exceeds 
$2,500, exclusive of interest and costs) 
Estates of decedents and minors 
Guardianship, involuntary hospitalization, 
incompetency 

Letters testamentary 

Probate 

All cases in equity (foreclosures, dissolu- 
tions of marriage, accountings, specific 
performance, etc.), including all cases per- 


taining to juveniles, except traffic offenses 
Tax assessments or tolls 

Ejectment 

Titles, boundaries, or right of possession 
of real property 

Injunctions 

Authority to authorize county judge to 
order emergency hospitalizations and to 
issue other orders and injunctions relating 
thereto 


Appellate jurisdiction 


Appeals from county courts (misdemeanors 
and civil actions for not more than $2,500) 
and municipal courts (misdemeanors), ex- 
cept those appeals which may be taken 
directly to the Supreme Court (orders pas- 
sing on the validity of a state or federal 
statute or treaty or construing a provision 
of the state or federal constitution.) 


THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 
Supreme Court Building, Tallahassee 32304 


Chief Justice Vassar B. Carlton... . 488-8761, 
488-2029 
William E. Falck, 
Administrative Assistant. . 
David La Croix, 
Research Assistant 
Larry Sartin, 
Research Assistant 
Justice B. K. Roberts 
Marguerite H. Davis, Research Assistant 
Justice Richard W. Ervin .488-2361 
David Busch, Research Assistant 
Justice James C. Adkins, Jr....... 488-8421 
Pete Langley, Research Assistant 
Justice Joseph A. Boyd 
Ann C. Booth, Research Assistant 
Justice David L. McCain... 488-2281 
Anne M. Parker, Research Assistant 


488-2029 


488-2029 


488-7611 
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Justice Hal P. Dekle 488-8575 
Michael L. Hastings, Research Assistant 


James B. Ueberhorst, 
Court Administrator 488-8621 


Sid J. White, Clerk 488-8236 
Dave Lang, Jr., Chief Deputy Clerk. . .488-8236 
Dempsey B. Mayo, Jr., Marshal... .488-8845 
Regular Terms: 


January Ist 
July 1st 


Motions Days: 
First and Third Mondays, unless they fall on 
a holiday. 


Oral Arguments: 
First and second weeks, Tuesday through 
Friday, unless they fall on a holiday. 
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DISTRICT COURTS OF APPEAL 


FIRST DISTRICT, 
STATE OF FLORIDA 


P. O. Box 87, Tallahassee 32302 


(Serving the Ist, 2nd, 3rd, 4th, Sth (Marion 
County only), 7th, 8th and 14th circuits) 
Chief Judge Sam Spector 224-8943 
Cynthia Tunnicliff, Research Assistant 
Judge Dewey M. Johnson... . 224-8513 
Diane Tremor, Research Assistant 
Judge John T. Wigginton . 224-1901 
Joe Ann Van Gelder, Research Assistant 
Judge Donald K. Carroll... . . .222-8922 
William S. Bilenky, Research Assistant 
Judge John S. Rawls. 224-2043 
Elaine Duggar, Research Assistant 
Raymond E. Rhodes, Clerk 
James A. Barfield, Marshal 
Regular Terms: (At Headquarters) 
Second Tuesday in January; second Tues- 
day in July. 
Special Terms: Judicial circuits of the district 
having ready business. 
Motion Days: First Tuesday of each month 
at 9:00 A.M. 
Oral Argument Days: Tuesday through 
Thursday. 


222-2435 
224-8630 


SECOND DISTRICT, 
STATE OF FLORIDA 


P. O. Drawer 327, Lakeland 33802 


(Serving the Sth (except Marion County), 6th, 
10th, 12th, 13th and 20th circuits) 


Chief Judge Robert T. Mann 686-5552 
Ellen M. Condon, Research Assistant 
Judge Woodie A. Liles 682-5336 
Stephen M. Sparkman, Research Assistant 
Judge T. Frank Hobson, Jr. 683-3745 
E. Elizabeth Martin, Research Assistant 
Judge Joseph P. McNulty 686-6222 
William A. Haddad, Research Assistant 
Judge Edward S. Boardman . 686-7383 
C. L. Dillahunty, Jr., Clerk... 686-6183 
Edwin N. Averett, Marshal 688-3954 
Regular Terms: (At Headquarters) 
Second Tuesday in January; second Tues- 
day in July. 
Special Terms: One required in each year in 
each judicial circuit, others as necessary. 
Motion Days: First and third Tuesday of each 
month at 9:30 A.M. 
Oral Argument Days: As scheduled. 
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THIRD DISTRICT, 
STATE OF FLORIDA 


1350 N.W. 12th Avenue, Miami 33136 


(Serving the 11th and 16th circuits) 

Chief Judge Thomas H. Barkdull, Jr. 379-4571 
Robert C. Marky, Research Assistant 

Judge Tillman Pearson _.. .379-4571 
Daniel Doscher, Research Assistant 

Judge Charles A. Carroll 
Barry Clyman, Research Assistant 

Judge Norman Hendry 379-4571 
Clifford Schulman, Research Assistant 

Judge Robert M. Haverfield . 379-4571 

William P. Carter, Clerk . 379-4571 

Hugh A. Barnes, Marshal .379-4571 

Regular Terms: (At Headquarters) 

Second Tuesday in January; second Tuesday 
in July. 

Special Terms: One session every year in each 
judicial circuit within the district wherein 
there is ready business to transact. 

Motion Days: Each Monday at 9 A.M. 

Oral Argument Days: Tuesday through Friday. 


379-4571 


FOURTH DISTRICT, 
STATE OF FLORIDA 


P. O. Box A 
West Palm Beach 33402 


(Serving the 9th, 15th, 17th, 18th and 19th 
circuits) 
Chief Judge John A. Reed, Jr. ... 686-1903 
Richard W. Groner, Research Assistant 
Judge James H. Walden 686-1903 
Marjorie D. Gadarian, Research Assistant 
Judge Spencer C. Cross .... . 656-4763 
P. O. Box 338, Ocoee 32761 
James E. Foster, Research Assistant 
Judge William C. Owen, Jr. 686-1903 
Douglas C. Zahm, Research Assistant 
Judge Gerald Mager . 686-1903 
Sally D. Millward, Research Assistant 
Emmett J. Comiskey, Clerk . . 686-1903 
Sidney R. Johnson, Marshal 686-1903 
Regular Terms: (At Headquarters) 
Second Tuesday in January; second Tues- 
day in July. 
Special Terms: At least one each year in each 
judicial circuit within the district. 
Motion Days: Mondays. 
Oral Argument: Mondays, Tuesdays and 
Wednesdays. 
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CIRCUIT COURTS 


FIRST Judicial Circuit—Escambia, Okaloosa, 
Santa Rosa, and Walton Counties 
(Area Code 904) 
Judges: 
Woodrow M. Melvin 
(Chief Judge), Milton 623-4633 
M.C. Blanchard (Administrative J ~— 


Courthouse, Pensacola . 433-6386 
Kirke M. Beall, Courthouse, 

Theodore F. Bruno, Juvenile Div., 

2905 N. L Street, Pensacola . 432-3767 
Joseph M. Crowell, Juvenile Div. 

2905 N. L Street, Pensacola ... 432-4073 
William Frye III, 

Courthouse, Pensacola 432-7860 
Ernest E. Mason, 

Courthouse, Pensacola 433-2421 
Ralph M. McLane, 

Courthouse, Pensacola .432-3122 
William S. Rowley, 

Courthouse, Pensacola 438-5381 


Clyde B. Wells, DeFuniak Springs 896-1241 


Erwin Fleet, Fort Walton 243-3159 
Gillis E. Powell, Fort Walton 243-3159 
Charles A. Wade, Crestview 682-2711 
State Attorney: 
Curtis A. Golden, 
P.O. Box 645, Milton _. 994-5083 
P.O. Box 1887, Pensacola _ . 433-5081 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
Santa Rosa Co. : 
William Eddins, 

Courthouse, Milton 994-5083 
George E. Lowrey, 

P.O. Box 752, Milton . . 623-3059 
Okaloosa Co.: 

Walter D. Anderson, 

P.O. Box 517, Crestview . . 682-4122 
Ben Gordon, Fort Walton . 244-2175 
Thomas T. Remington, 

Fort Walton 244-2175 
Walton Co. 


William. Jennings, 
Professional Bldg., DeFuniak Springs 
W. Paul Thompson, 
DeFuniak Springs ...__. 
Escambia Co. 
Jack Bahr, Nathaniel Dedmond, Dilver W. 
Fellers, Joe G. Hosner, William C. Jones, 
John P. Kirtz, Jr., Mack A. Plant, William 
Richbourg, Charles S. Williams 
P.O. Box 1887, Pensacola 


.892-2177 


Telephone ........... . .433-5081 
Public Defender: 
James Ron Sheliey, Pensacola... __. 438-1633 
Assistant Public Defenders: 
Artice L. McGraw, Pensacola ... 434-0035 
George G. Phillips, Jr., Pensacola . 438-5688 
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George Ralph Miller, 
DeFuniak Springs ...... 894-5261 
Dan Campbell, Crestview ....... 682-5181 


Robert G. Kerrigan, Pensacola ... 438-1633 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 

Ernie Lee Magaha (Escambia) 

P. O. Box 1111, Pensacola ..... 438-1033 
Cecil L. Anchors, Sr. (Okaloosa) 

Courthouse, Crestview ........ 682-2711 
Gerald Barnes (Santa Rosa) 

P. O. Box 472, Milton .. 623-3639 
Philip A. Anderson (Walton) 

DeFuniak Springs . 894-5321 


Official Court Reporters: 
Lucius B. Stearns, Robert E. Sayner, Ailean 
S. Conary, Mary Hall, Barbara Woodlief 
P. O. Box 742, Pensacola ..... .438-1275 
Mrs. Weba Paul, DeFuniak Springs 896-9801 
Mrs. Maxine Dewrell, 


Ft. Walton Beach ........ 243-7031 
Mrs. Beatrice Roper, Crestview .... .682-2711 
Mrs. Faith Fortune, Milton ... . 623-4633 


SECOND Judicial Circuit—Franklin, Gadsden, 
Jefferson, Leon, Liberty and Wakulla Counties 
(Area Code 904) 


Judges: 
Ben C. Willis 
(Chief Judge), Tallahassee . .. .222-2933 
Hugh M. Taylor, Quincy .. . 627-8578 


W. May Walker, Tallahassee ..... 224-1307 
Guyte P. McCord, Jr., Tallahassee . 224-8832 
James C. Gwynn, Tallahassee 


John A. Rudd, Tallahassee ....._. 224-4460 

James E. Joanos, Tallahassee ..... 222-6650 

Kenneth E. Cooksey, Monticello . 997-3866 
State Attorney: 

Harry Morrison, Tallahassee 222-4829 
Assistant State Attorneys: 

William L. Camper, Tallahassee .. .222-4829 

Anthony S. Guarisco, Tallahassee . 222-4829 


Howard C. Holtzendorf, Tallahassee 222-4829 


Roy Kinsey, Tallahassee ......... 222-4829 
Jack Green, Tallahassee ......... 222-4829 
Hal Richmond, Tallahassee ....... 222-4829 


Public Defender: 
Richard W. Ervin III, 
308 Petroleum Bldg., Tallahassee 222-0336 


Assistant Public Defenders: 


John W. Watson III, Tallahassee .._ 222-0336 
Michael J. Minerva, Tallahassee .. .222-0336 
C. David Fonvielle, Tallahassee .. . 222-0336 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 
Robert L. Howell (Franklin) 
P. O. Box 340, Apalachicola .. . 653-3361 


Edwin Baur (Gadsden) 
Eleanor B. Hawkins (Jefferson) 


P. O. Drawer F, Monticello ... .997-5562 
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Paul F. Hartsfield (Leon) 
Carlton Tucker (Wakulla) 

W. A. Woodward (Liberty) 
Bristol 

Official Court Reporters: 

Miss Frances Thigpen, Tallahassee 
Mrs. Carol Causseaux, Tallahassee 
Mrs. Loretta P. White, Tallahassee 

Deputy Official Court Reporters: 
Mrs. Jada Dolcater, Tallahassee _ . 
Mrs. Margie Frohock, Tallahassee 
Mrs. Betty Kirkland, Tallahassee . 
Mrs. Pat Gomia, Tallahassee .__ . 
Mrs. Sherry Brosch, Tallahassee 
Mrs. Joy Kelly, Tallahassee 


222-0320 
996-3341 
643-3115 
224-6324 


222-3700 
224-0440 


224-6324 


224-0440 
224-0440 
224-0440 


. 222-3700 
. .222-3700 


THIRD Judicial Circuit—Columbia, Dixie, 
Hamilton, Lafayette, Madison, Suwannee 


and Taylor Counties. 
(Area Code 904) 
Judges: 
Samuel S. Smith, 

(Chief Judge), Lake City 
John Royce Agner, Perry 
W. A. Drury, Jasper 

State Attorney: 
William Randall 
Live Oak . 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
Virlyn B. Willis, Jr., Lake City . 
Wm. J. Roberts, Ir, Lake City _. 
Frank M. Gafford, Lake City ... 
S. Diane Hollingsworth, Live Oak 
Public Defender: 
Milo I. Thomas, Jr. 
228 E. Duval St., Lake City ... 
Assistant Public Defenders: 
Ken Davis, Tallahassee 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 
W. E. Crews (Columbia), 

P. O. Box 571, Lake City .. 
Cauley C. Copeland (Dixie), 

P. O. Drawer Q, Cross City ... 
J. R. Miller (Hamilton), 

P. O. Box 312, Jasper ......... 
Paul Trawick (Lafayette), Mayo .. 
Dale M. Leslie (Madison), Madison 
Jerry Scarborough, Live Oak ..... 
Charles Ralph Carlton (Taylor), 

P. O. Box 620, Perry ....... 

Official Court Reporters: 
Mrs. Connie Luebke, Lake City . . 
Leo Powell, Rte. 2, Live Oak _.. 


752-3191 


584-3862 


792-1068 


. .362-2324 
. 752-5468 


752-8448 


. 752-5468 
362-2324 


752-5671 


. 222-6026 


752-1264 


.498-3687 


792-1288 


.794-3611 


973-6531 
362-2827 


584-3531 


. 752-3152 
. 362-3897 


FOURTH Judicial Circuit—Clay, Duval and 


Nassau Counties. 
(Area Code 904) 
Judges: 
Henry F. Martin, Jr. (Chief Judge) 


Division H, Jacksonville 355-4451, 


Sam Goodfriend, 
Division A, Jacksonville 355-4451 
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Ext. 245 


, Ext. 283 


Roger J. Waybright, 


Division B, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


John M. McNatt, 


Division C, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Marion W. Gooding, 


Division D, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Charles A. Luckie, 


Division E, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Charles Cook Howell, Jr., 


Division F, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Albert W. Graessle, Jr., 


Division G, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Martin Sack, 


Division I, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Lamar Winegeart, Jr., 


Division J, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


John E. Santora, Jr., 


Division K, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Major B. Harding, 


Division L, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Thomas J. Shave, Jr., 


Division M, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


McKenney J. Davis, 


Division N, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Harold R. Clark, 


Division O, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


John S. Cox, 


Division P, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Warren A. Nelson, 


Division Q, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Everett R. Richardson, 


Division R, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


R. Hudson Olliff, 


Division S, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Gordon A. Duncan, Jr. 


Division T, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Clifford B. Shepard, Jr., 


Division U, Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 
Court Administrator: 


David Tumin, 
217 Courthouse .. 


State Attorney: 


Donald G. Nichols, 
Jacksonville ......... 355-4451, Ext. 


Chief Assistant State Attorney: 


Harry L. Shorstein, 


Jacksonville ......... 355-4451, Ext. 
Police Legal Advisor: 
L. P. Haddock, Jr., 

Jacksonville 355-4451, Ext. 


Public Defender: 


Louis O. Frost, Jr., 


Jacksonville ._.. .. 355-4451, Ext. 


First Assistants: 


Barry S. Sinoff, 


Jacksonville ...... .. 355-4451, Ext. 
John D. Southwood, 
Jacksonville ......... 355-4451, Ext. 


Assistant Public Defenders: 9 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 


S. Morgan Slaughter (Duval), 
Jacksonville ......... 355-4451, Ext. 


355-4451 Ext. 


235 
249 
244 
284 
248 
236 
336 
255 
342 
341 
341 
226 
226 
226 
278 
277 
548 
422 
425 


303 


400 


400 


250 


343 


343 
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Geo. L. Carlisle (Clay), P. O. Box 698, 
Green Cove Springs _. . 284-3551 
D. O. Oxley (Nassau), 
Fernandina Beach _. 
Official Court Reporters: 
R. C. Dowling, Jr., Jacksonville 
Cecil K. Noel, 
Jacksonville ..... 355-4451, Ext. 364, 365 
Assistant Court Reporters: 
Betty Sue Havener, Jacksonville 
Harrisse S. Coffee, Jacksonville 
Special Assistants: 
Marian R. Bennett, Eugenia R. Groves, 
Wanda M. Cormell, Joyce Ann Smith 
Deputy Reporters: 
R. Darlene Pino, Kathy Parsons, Helen Schau, 
Marc Stoll, Judith A. Elliott, Kenneth 
Mummery 


.. 261-3811 


FIFTH Judicial Circuit—Citrus, Hernando, 
Lake, Marion and Sumter Counties. 
(Area Code 904) 

Judges: 
John W. Booth, 
(Chief Judge), Bushnell . 793-4311 
Criminal & General Civil Division, 
Citrus, Hernando and Sumter Counties 
D. R. Smith, 
(Senior Judge), Ocala 622-3297 
Civil & Criminal Division, Marion County 
W. Troy Hall, Jr., Tavares 343-5152, Ext. 62 
Civil & Criminal Division, Lake County 
E. R. Mills, Jr., Ocala . 622-4343 
Civil & Criminal Division, Marion County 
L. R. Huffstetler, Jr., Inverness 
Domestic Relations, Probate, Guardianship 
Trust & Juvenile Division, Citrus, Her- 
nando & Sumter Counties 
Wallace E. Sturgis, Jr., Ocala 
Domestic Relations, Probate, Guardianship, 
Trust & Juvenile, Marion County Division; 
General Civil, Lake County Division 
John W. McCormick, Tavares 343-5152 
Domestic Relations, Probate, Guardianship, 
Trust and Juvenile Division, Lake County 
State Attorney: 
Gordon G. Oldham, Jr., Leesburg 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
W. T. Green, Crystal River 
John M. Green, Jr., Ocala __. 
Morton D. Aulls, Eustis 
Horace Danforth Rovuck, Jr., 
Leesburg .. 
Public Defender: 
Robert E. Pierce, Leesburg 
Assistant Public Defender: 
Phillip R. Trovillo, Ocala 
Irving F. Morse, Clermont .. 
John F. Johnson. Jr., Bushnell 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 
Walt Connors (Citrus) Inverness . 
Harold W. Brown 
Brooksville 


787-1151 
795-4500 

629-7055 
357-8080 
787-1151 
787-3472 

629-8021 
.394-3000 

. 793-2582 

. 726-2175 


. 796-3538 


James C. Watkins (Lake) 

Tavares ... .343-5152, Ext. 35 
John F. Nicholson (Marion) Ocala 622-4747 
C. Burton Marsh (Sumter) Bushnell 793-2611 


Official Court Reporters: 
Alan H. Hamlin, Tavares .. 
Charles E. Brandies, Ocala . 
Lois C. Davis, Bushnell . . 

Deputy Official Court Reporters: 
Mrs. Winona Moore, Tavares . 
Edward H. Fulesday, Jr., Ocala .. 
Douglas L. Cassidy, Bushnell 


.. 343-3911 
. 622-4159 
793-4501 


343-3911 
622-4159 
793-4501 


SIXTH Judicial Circuit—Pasco and Pinellas 
Counties 
(Area Codes 813, 904) 


Judges: 
B. J. Driver (Chief Judge), 

Clearwater 446-7161 
Allen C. Anderson, St. Petersburg 898-4161 
David F. Patterson, St. Petersburg . 898-4161 
Richard A. Miller, Prob. & —, Div. 

St. Petersburg . .898-4161 

Clearwater ... ... 446-7161 
David S. Walker, Prob. & Gdnshp. Div. 

St. Petersburg 898-4161 

Clearwater 446-7161 
Jack A. Page, Juvenile Div. 

St. Petersburg 
William Walker, Juvenile Div. 

St. Petersburg .... 531-5883 
Ben F. Overton, St. Petersburg . 898-4161 
Clyde M. Kissinger, St. Petersburg 898-4161 
Robert E. Beach, St. Petersburg .. 898-4161 
C. Richard Leavengood, 

St. Petersburg . 

Mark M. McGarry, Ir. 

St. Petersburg . 
William A. Patterson, 

St. Petersburg 
Charles M. Phillips, Jr., 

Clearwater 
Robert L. Williams, Dade City ... 898-4161 
Harry W. Fogle, Clearwater 446-7161 
Robert F. Michael, St. Petersburg . 898-4161 
Elizabeth A. Kovachevich, 

St. Petersburg _. . 898-4161 
Richard Kelly, New Port Richey . 849-8581 
John S. Andrews, Clearwater .... 446-7161 
Jack S. Dadswell, St. Petersburg .. 898-7161 
Orvil L. Dayton, Jr., (Retired), 

Dunedin . 

Victor O. Wehle, (Retired), 
St. Petersburg 
State Attorney: 
James T. Russell, 
416 Courthouse, Clearwater . 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
Allen P. Allweiss, St. Petersburg . 
David L. Anderson, Holiday 
William B. Blackwood, Jr., 
Clearwater 


531-5883 


.. 898-4161 
898-4161 
.. 898-4161 

446-7161 


733-3121 


892-3445 


.. 446-7161 


. 898-5081 
937-4271 


446-7161 
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Denis deVlaming, Clearwater ..... 446-7161 
Charles W. Ehrlich, Clearwater .. 446-7161 
John D. Fernandez, Clearwater ... 446-7161 
Otto E. Halboth, Clearwater... ... 446-7161 
Peter T. Lenas, St. Petersburg .... . 862-2978 
Lawrence E. Lyman, St. Petersburg 898-5081 
Bernard J. McCabe, Jr., Clearwater 466-7161 
William McLeod, Jr., Clearwater . 466-7161 
Richard M. Mannen, Clearwater .. . 466-7161 
Paul A. Meissner, Jr., Clearwater .. 443-1562 
Myron J. Mensh, St. Petersburg .. . 896-2661 
Richard Mensh, St. Petersburg .. . 896-2661 
Stanley R. Mills, Clearwater ..... 446-7161 
Donald M. O'Leary, St. Petersburg 898-5081 
George M. Osborne, Jr., 


John Rutland, St. Petersburg ..... 898-4161 
William R. Webb, Clearwater .. 446-7161 

Public Defender: 
Robert E. Jagger, Clearwater . 446-7161 


Assistant Public Defenders: 
Frank H. White, Clearwater ...... 446-7161 
Richard M. Robbins, Clearwater .. . 442-4191 
Daniel A. Moriarty, St. Petersburg . 894-5988 
Tom R. Moore, Clearwater ...... 443-3213 
Jerome C. Latimer, Clearwater ... 446-7161 
Karl B. Grube, Clearwater ...... .446-7161 
Jeffrey L. Myers, Clearwater ...... 446-7161 
Catherine M. Harlan, Clearwater . 446-7161 
V. John Brook, Jr., Dade City ... 567-5271 
J. Marion Moorman, Dade City .. .567-5271 
John M. Walters, St. Petersburg .. . 867-2177 


Clerks, Circuit Court: 
Stanley Burnside (Pasco) Dade City 567-5271 
Harold Mullendore (Pinellas) 
Clearwater ....... 
Official Court Reporters: 
Lois M. Conley, St. Petersburg ... 898-4161 
James M. Swain, St. Petersburg .. 898-4161 
Donald Kanabay, St. Petersburg .. 898-4161 
Eleanor Bothwell, St. Petersburg .. . 898-4161 
Morgan J. Morey, Clearwater... .. 446-7161 
Frank Newman (Pasco) Dade City .567-5271 
Mary Sandusky (Pasco) 
New Port Richey ............. 849-8581 


.. 446-7161 


SEVENTH Judicial Circuit—Flagler, Putnam, 
St. Johns and Volusia Counties 


(Area Code 904) 
Judges: 
James T. Nelson (Chief Judge), 
Howell W. Melton, St. Augustine, 
Daytona Beach .......... 255-0111 
W. L. Wadsworth, Palatka 
(Putnam County) ......... ..325-4814 


255-0111 
Warren H. Cobb, Daytona Beach . 255-0111 
Leon F. Stewart, Daytona Beach . . 255-0111 
Robert E. Lee, Jr. (Juvenile), 

Daytona Beach ............... 255-0111 
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J. Robert Durden, DeLand 
(Probate, Guardianship) ........ 736-2700 
Daytona Beach........... 255-0111 
E. L. Eastmore, Palatka 
(Flagler County) .............. 325-4814 
Uriel Blount, DeLand (Criminal) . . 736-2700 
Beach. .....:. 255-0111 
P. B. Revels, Palatka (Retired) ... 325-4814 
Robert H. Wingfield (Retired) 


Horace D. Riegle (Retired) 
Ormond Beach .............. 677-2017 


State Attorney: 
Stephen L. Boyles, Daytona Beach .255-0111 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
George B. Newton, Palatka ....... 328-1389 
John W. Tanner, Daytona Beach . 255-0111 
Horace Smith, Jr., Daytona Beach 255-0111 
Richard O. Watson, St. Augustine 829-6848 
John J. Upchurch, Daytona Beach 255-0111 
Public Defender: 
Robert P. Miller, Daytona Beach . 255-0111 
Assistant Public Defenders: 


Paul L. Martz, St. Augustine... . 829-8905 
James S. Rogers, DeLand .. . . 734-5362 
P. Jackson Bryan, Palatka... . 325-3000 


Charles R. Tindell, Daytona Beach 255-7468 
William C. Johnson, Jr., 

253-6719 
Douglas T. Huie, Daytona Beach . .255-0111 
Howard Pearl, Daytona Beach ... .255-0111 
David B. Parker, St. Augustine ... 829-3439 

Clerks, Circuit Court: 
Shelton B. Barber (Flagler) 

P. O. Box 787, Bunnell .._.. . .437-3565 
A. W. Nichols, Jr. (Putnam) 

P. O. Box 758, Palatka .... 
Oliver Lawton (St. Johns) 

P. O. Box 299, St. Augustine .. 829-6571 
V. Y. Smith (Volusia) 

P. O. Box 43, DeLand ........ .734-1421 

Deputy Clerk (Volusia): 
Lanier Smith, Courthouse Annex, 

Official Court Reporters: 
Philip J. Chanfrau, Daytona Beach 255-0111 
William C. Moseley, St. Augustine . 829-6571 
Joan Howard, Daytona Beach ... 255-0111 
Court Executive Assistant: 
Malcolm K. Jones, Daytona Beach 255-0111 


. .325-5375 


EIGHTH Judicial Circuit—Alachua, Baker, 
Bradford, Gilchrist, Levy and Union Counties 


(Area Code 904) 
Judges: 
John A. H. Murphree (Chief Judge), 
John J. Crews, Gainesville ........ 376-8171 
R. A. Green, Jr., Gainesville ...... 373-2610 
George L. Patten, Starke ......... 964-7161 


Benjamin M. Tench, Gainesville . . .372-0469 
Theron A. Yawn, Jr., Gainesville . 373-2532 
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Court Executive Assistant: 


Ben E. North, Gainesville ...... . 378-8945 
State Attorney: 

Eugene T. Whitworth, Gainesville _. 372-3663 
Assistant State Attorneys: 

Kenneth C. Hebert, Gainesville 372-3663 

Joe DeMember, Gainesville 372-3663 

Stanley Morris, Gainesville . 372-3663 

Harris Tobin, Gainesville .__. .372-3663 

Bruce W. Flower, Gainesville .... . 372-3663 
Public Defender: 

Mack S. Futch, Gainesville . ..376-2597 
Assistant Public Defenders: 

W. C. Airth, Jr., Gainesville .... . .376-2597 

J. H. Barker, Gainesville ..376-2597 

Alan Parlapiano, Gainesville .... 376-2597 


Clerk of Circuit Court: 
A. Curtis Powers (Alachua) 
P. O. Box 939, Gainesville ..... 378-1566 
Joe Dobson (Baker), Macclenny .. .259-3591 
Gilbert S. Brown (Bradford) 
Drawer B, Starke ............. 964-5512 
Horace Thomas (Gilchrist) 


P. O. Box 37, Trenton ....... 463-2251 
Ernest Stephens (Levy) 
P. O. Box 126, Bronson ... . 486-2015 
Robert A. Driggers (Union) 
P. O. Box 298, Lake Butler ... 496-3711 
Official Court Reporter: 
Mrs. Evelyn Harvey, Gainesville .. 372-7476 


NINTH Judicial Circuit—Orange and Osceola 
Counties 
(Area Code 305) 
Judges: 
Richard H. Cooper, (Chief Judge), 
(General Civil) 
Orange County Courthouse, 
Roger A. Barker (Osceola County) 
County Courthouse, Kissimmee 847-5101 
Parker Lee McDonald (General Civil) 


County Courthouse, Orlando 849-3396 
Claude R. Edwards (General Civil) 

County Courthouse, Orlando ... 849-3260 
B. C. Muszynski (General Civil) 

County Courthouse, Orlando . 849-3242 
Richard B. Keating (General Civil) 

County Courthouse, Orlando ... 849-3395 


Thomas E. Kirkland (General Civil) 

County Courthouse, Orlando ... 849-3228 
W. Rogers Turner (Criminal Justice) 

County Courthouse, Orlando ... 849-3245 
Joseph W. DuRocher (Juvenile) 

2000 East Michigan Ave., 

George N. Diamantis (Probate, Guardianship 

& Trust) 

County Courthouse, Orlando ... 849-3388 
William C. Gridley (Juvenile) 

2000 East Michigan Ave., 


Peter M. de Manio (Criminal Justice) 


County Courthouse, Orlando .. . .849-3281 
Cecil H. Brown (Criminal Justice) 
County Courthouse, Orlando .. . 849-3506 
Maurice M. Paul (General Civil) 
County Courthouse, Orlando .. . 849-3164 
Frederick Pfeiffer (General Civil) 
County Courthouse, Orlando .. . 849-3165 
Court Executive Assistant: 
H. W. Sheldon, 
County Courthouse, Orlando ... . 849-3491 
State Attorney: 
Robert Eagan, 
200 E. Robinson St., Orlando .. 849-3383 


Assistant State Attorneys: 
Jeffords D. Miller, 


Kissimmee ......... 847-5101, Ext. 15 
Matthew M. Johnson, 


Public Defender: 
Louis R. Bowen, Jr., 


19 S. Court Ave., Orlando .... .849-3109 
Assistant Public Defenders: 
Frank N. Kaney, Orlando ........ 425-3544 
Warren H. Horton, Orlando ...... 425-3544 
William C. Gridley, Orlando ...... 425-3544 
Gerald W. Jones, Orlando ........ 425-3544 
Charles W. Wellits, Orlando ...... 425-3544 
Edward G. Helvenston, Orlando .. .425-3544 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 
Randall Kirkland (Orange) 
County Courthouse, Orlando ... . 849-3247 


Harris G. Daniel (Osceola) 
P. O. Box 520, Kissimmee ..... 847-5101 
Official Court Reporter: 
Frank Sarli, 


County Courthouse, Orlando .. . 849-3507 


TENTH Judicial Circuit—Hardee, Highlands 
and Polk Counties 
(Area Code 813) 


Judges: 
William K. Love (Chief Judge), 
Gunter Stephenson, Bartow... . 533-6911 
Clifton M. Kelly, Sebring ........ 385-7758 
533-0121 
773-6953 
Richard A. Bronson, Bartow ...... 533-7146 
John H. Dewell, Bartow . 533-6911, 533-9373 
Marvin B. Woods, Bartow ........ 533-1534 
Oliver L. Green, Jr., 
682-4604 
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Thomas M. Langston, Bartow 
Sebring 
Lakeland 
Court Administrator: 
W. D. Wilcox, Bartow . 
State Attorney: 
Glen Darty, Bartow 
Public Defender: 
Jack O. Johnson, Bartow 
Assistant Public Defenders: 
Lee R. Horton, Jr., Lake Wales .. . .676-5314 
Kingswood Sprott, Jr., Lakeland .. 683-7411 
R. A. Goodwill, Jr., Winter Haven . 293-1179 
R. R. Crittenden, Winter Haven .. 293-2961 
Joe R. Young, Jr., Lake Wales ... .676-5314 
John D. Kaylor, Winter Haven . 293-3166 
James M. McCarthy, Lakeland ... 683-5751 
John C. Wilkins III, Bartow ..... . 533-8171 
F. Linton Sloan, Jr., Bartow 533-8171 
Gerald P. Hill, Bartow 533-1102 
George R. Oujevolk, Sebring 385-5450 
Robert Earl Collins, Wauchula ... 773-3171 
Val R. Patarini, Jr., Wauchula ... . 773-3171 
Clerks, Circuit Court 
Ben Coker (Hardee), 
P. O. Box 458, Wauchula _. 
Earl Rich (Highlands), 
P. O. Box 353, Sebring 385-6955 
Clerk, Circuit Court and Polk County Court: 
E. D. “Bud” Dixon, 
P. O. Box 1899, Bartow . 


Official Court Reporters: 
Holland A. Kelley, Bartow .... 
Mrs. Rosie Sclafani, Lakeland . 683-6489 
Joseph Wichmann, Winter Haven . . 293-5498 
Mrs. Laney Swift, Sebring . .385-6242 
Mrs. Marilyn Langford, Lakeland . 686-0555 
Mrs. Ann Horn, Bartow 533-6911 


533-7104 
533-8171 


. 773-4174 


. . 533-9041 


533-8555 


ELEVENTH Judicial Circuit—Dade County 
(Area Code 305) 


Chief Judge: 
Thomas E. Lee, Jr., Miami 


Judges: 
General Jurisdiction Division: 


Harvie S. DuVal, Administrative Judge, 
Miami 
William A. Herin, Miami 
Grady L. Crawford, Miami 
Harold R. Vann, Miami 
Francis J. Christie, Miami 
James W. Kehoe, Miami 
Francis X. Knuck, Miami 
Raymond G. Nathan, Miami 
Jack A. Falk, Miami 
Milton A. Friedman, Miami 
David Popper, Miami 
Shelby Highsmith, Miami 
Rhea Pincus Grossman, Miami 
Joseph Nesbitt, Miami 
Thomas A. Testa, Miami 
Thomas E. Lee, Miami 
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Sam I. Silver, Miami 

Jack M. Turner, Miami 

Leland B. Featherstone, Miami 

Boyce F. Ezell, Jr., Miami 

James H. Earnest, Miami 

John Red Lake, Miami 

Edward S. Klein, Miami 

Murray Goodman, Miami 

Irwin G. Christie, Miami 

David Goodhart, Miami 

John Gale, Miami 

Harold G. Featherstone, Miami 

Lewis B. Whitworth, Miami 

Criminal Division: 

Gene Williams, Administrative Judge, Miami 

Arthur E. Huttoe, Miami 

H. Paul Baker, Miami 

Alphonso C. Sepe, Miami 

Ellen Morphonios Rowe, Miami 

Ralph B. Ferguson, Jr., Miami 

Edward D. Cowart, Miami 

Dan Satin, Miami 

Juvenile-Family Division: 

Donald E. Stone, Administrative Judge, 
Miami 

Dixie Herlong Chastain, Miami 

Sidney M. Weaver, Miami 

William E. Gladstone, Miami 


Probate Division: 


Frank B. Dowling, Administrative Judge, 
Miami 
John R. Blanton, Miami 
George E. Schulz, Miami 
J. Gwynn Parker, Miami 
Executive Officer, Administrative Office of the 
Courts: 
Wilbur S. McDuff, 
Miami 
State Attorney: 
Richard E. Gerstein, Miami .. 
Assistant State Attorneys: 61 
Public Defender: 
Phillip A. Hubbart, Miami 
Assistant Public Defenders: 36 
(Juvenile Court: 8) 633-0361 
Clerk of the Circuit and County Courts: 
Richard P. Brinker, 
P. O. Box 1031, Miami 


... .371-2933, 379-1471 
.371-7671 


358-4700 


373-6671 


TWELFTH Judicial Circuit—DeSoto, Manatee 
and Sarasota Counties 
(Area Code 813) 
Judges: 
Robert E. Hensley, Chief Judge and Head of 
Civil Division 
Bradenton 
Sarasota 
Lynn N. Silvertooth, 
Head of Criminal Division, 
Sarasota 
Bradenton 


746-4156 
958-9711 


958-1801 
746-4156 
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Roy E. Dean, Probate, Guardianships, 
Incompetencies & Civil Divisions 
Bradenton 
Sarasota 

Gilbert A. Smith, 

Criminal and Civil Divisions 
Bradenton 746-4156 
Sarasota 958-9711 

Evelyn Gobbie, Domestic Relations, 
Juvenile & Civil Divisions 
Sarasota 
Bradenton 

Stephen L. Dakan, Head of Domestic 
Relations & Juvenile Divisions 
Sarasota 958-9711 
Bradenton . 746-4156 

Harry C. Parham, Head of Probate, 
Guardianship & Incompetencies Division 
Bradenton ........ 

Sarasota 

Frank Schaub, Civil Division 

Bradenton 
. 958-9711 
State Attorney: 

John J. Blair, 

2070 Main St., Sarasota . . 


Assistant State Attorneys: 
Robert Elkins, Sarasota 
Richard W. Seymour, Bradenton 
James R. Dirmann, Sarasota 
Lee Haworth, Sarasota 
James S. Parker, Bradenton _ . 
Robert L. Bennett, Sarasota 
Public Defender: 
James A. Gardner, Sarasota __. 
Assistant Public Defenders: 
John M. Strickland, Sarasota 
W. Daniel Kearney, Bradenton .... 
Elliott Metcalf, Bradenton . 
Mary Jo Galley, Sarasota _. 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 
R. H. Hackney, Jr. (Sarasota) 
P. O. Box 3079, 
Sarasota 958-9711, Ext. 257 
M. T. McInnis (Manatee) 
Bradenton 
Delma Allen (DeSoto) 
P. O. Box 591, Arcadia . 
Official Court Reporter: 
Donald D. Bell, Bradenton 


.955-0918 


747-3077 
955-0918 


958-9711 


... .958-9711 


746-1191 


. 929-3321 


745-7731 


THIRTEENTH Judicial Circuit—Hillsborough 
County 
(Area Code 813) 


Judges: 
Neil C. McMullen (Chief Judge) 
Tampa 
General Civil Div.: 
James A. Lenfestey, Tampa 
James D. Bruton, Jr., Tampa 
I. C. Spoto, Tampa 
James S. Moody, Tampa 


229-2365 


223-3518 
229-2597 
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229-0755 
229-2450 


John G. Hodges, Tampa 
Robert W. Patton, Tampa 
Carl C. Durrance, Tampa 
Laurence I. Goodrich, Tampa 
Juvenile & Domestic Relations Div.: 
Phillip L. Knowles, Jr. 
Oscar D. Howell 
James P. Calhoun 
Charles H. Scruggs III 
Tampa 223-1311 
Probate, Guardianship & Trust Div.: 
Harry G. MacDonald 
Nick J. Falsone 
Rene A. Zacchini 
Tampa 
Criminal Justice Div.: 
Walter N. Burnside, Jr. .... 
Harry Lee Coe III 
Robert W. Rawlins, Jr. . 
Herboth S. Ryder 
Court Executive Assistant: 
John D. Medaglia 
State Attorney: 
E. J. Salcines . 
Chief Assistant: 
William B. Plowman . 
Assistants: 22 
Public Defender: 
Judge C. Luckey, Jr. 
Assistants: 


223-2446 
. 229-0065 
228-7964 


. .228-7948 
228-7949 


223-1311 
223-4981 


223-4981 


Thomas E. Meyers 
Richard C. Edwards 
Don C. Kilgore 
Glenn E. Brown 


Andrew J. Mirabole 
Lawrence H. Samaha 
Perry A. Little 
David W. Webster 


Ronald E. Perez 
Ralph Steinberg 


Stephen J. Ross 

Walter M. Lopez 

J. Stephen Gardner 
Clerk, Circuit Court: 

James F. Taylor, Jr., 

P. O. Box 1110, Tampa ... 

Deputy Clerk: 

L. D. Simmons, 

P. O. Box 1468, Tampa 
Criminal Justice Div. ............ 223-4267 
County Court—Criminal Div. ... .229-0804 

Official Court Reporter: 
Betty M. Lauria, Tampa .... 


229-7771 


223-3613 


FOURTEENTH Judicial Circuit—Bay, 
Calhoun, Gulf, Holmes, Jackson and 
Washington Counties 
(Area Code 904) 
Judges: 
R. L. McCrary, Jr. (Chief Judge), 
P. O. Box 955, Marianna 
W. L. Fitzpatrick, 
P. O. Box 1566, Panama City . . .785-7488 
Mercer P. Spear 
Courthouse, Panama City 


Larry G. Smith, 
Courthouse, Panama City 


482-4551 


785-7488 


785-7488 
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W. L. Bailey, 
Courthouse, Blountstown 
State Attorney: 
Leo C. Jones III, 
P. O. Box 2087, Panama City ..... 785-4172 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
J. Paul Griffith, 


P. O. Box 207, Marianna ......... 482-3127 
John E. Roberts, 
P. O. Box 854, Marianna ......... 482-7471 


N. Russell Bower, 
P. O. Box 2321, Panama City .. 785-0061 
Gerald Holley (Washington & Holmes), 


P.O. Box 268, Chipley .......... 638-4391 
Philip J. Knight (Calhoun & Gulf), 
P.O. Box 375, Blountstown ...... 674-5676 


Public Defender: 
Virgil Q. Mayo, 
P.O. Box 194, Blountstown ...... 674-5402 
Assistant Public Defenders: 
Herman D. Laramore, 
P.O. Box 793, Marianna ........ 482-8555 
Raymond L. Williams, 
P. O. Box 1177, Panama City ..... 769-1586 
Raymond L. Syfrett, 
P. O. Box 1186, Panama City ..... 769-1424 
J. C. Bodiford, 
P. O. Box 1022, Panama City ..... 785-3439 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 
Bruce Collins (Bay), 
P. O. Box 2269, Panama City ..... 763-2885 
James A. Peacock, Jr. (Calhoun), 


P.O. Box 498, Blountstown ...... 674-8312 
George Y. Core (Gulf), 

P.O. Box 968, Port St. Joe ...... 229-6113 
Jack Faircloth (Holmes), 

Raymond Bruner (Jackson), 

J. L. Miner (Washington), 


Official Court Reporters: 
Mrs. Vivian R. Knowles, 
Bay County Courthouse, 


785-7483 
V. P. Zaremba, 

P.O. Box 84, Panama City ...... 785-7488 
Jerry Edwards, 

Bobby L. Russell, 

P.O. Box 181, Marianna ........ 482-2072 
Diane Timmons, 


FIFTEENTH Judicial Circuit— 
Palm Beach County 
(Area Code 305) 
Judges: 

Hugh MacMillan (Chief Judge), 

West Palm Beach ............... 655-5200 
James R. Knott, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 
Culver Smith, West Palm Beach .. 655-5200 
Robert S. Hewitt, West Palm Beach 655-5200 
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James C. Downey, West Palm Beach 655-5200 
James R. Stewart, West Palm Beach 655-5200 
Thomas E. Sholts, West Palm Beach 655-5200 
Jos. S. White (Retired), 


West Palm Beach ............... 655-5200 
R. O. Morrow (Retired), 

Russell H. McIntosh, 

West Palm Beach ....... 655-5200 
Vaughn J. Rudnick, 

West Palm Bench 655-5200 
Marvin U. Mounts, Jr., 


Paul T. Douglas, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 
Timothy P. Poulton, 
Emery J. Newell, West Palm Beach 655-5200 
Lewis Kapner, West Palm Beach ...655-5200 
State Attorney: 

David H. Bludworth, 

West Palm Beach ............... 655-5200 

Chief Assistant State Attorney: 

Carl Harper, West Palm Beach ..... 655-5200 
Public Defender: 

Richard L. Jorandby, 

West Palm Beach ............... 655-5200 

Assistant Public Defenders: 

William Bassett, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 

Bruce J. Daniels, West Palm Beach 655-2028 

Basil S. Diamond, West Palm Beach 655-5200 

Edward H. Fine, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 

James L. Hegert, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 

Richard Power, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 

C. Michael Shalloway, Lake Worth 585-9351 

George Moore, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 

Thomas A. Bratten, West Palm Beach 655-5200 

Norman J. Kapner, West Palm Beach 655-5200 

Angus J. Campbell, West Palm Beach 655-5200 

Richard Rhoads, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 

Walter N. Colbath, West Palm Beach 655-5200 
Clerk, Circuit and County Court: 

John B. Dunkle, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 
Official Court Reporters: 

David D. Finley, West Palm Beach 655-5200 

Peter J. Monick, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 

Martin Brooks, West Palm Beach .. .655-5200 

Robert Carballo, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 

Barry L. Crane, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 


SIXTEENTH Judicial Circuit—Monroe County 
(Area code 305) 
Judges: 
M. Ignatius Lester (Chief Judge), 
P.O. Box 1648, Key West ....... 294-4293, 
294-4641 Ext. 277 

General Civil Division 
Probate/Guardianship/ Trust Division 


Bill G. Chappell ......... 294-2343, 294-4641 
Ext. 264 
Monroe County Courthouse Annex, 
Key West 


Criminal Justice Division 
Juvenile Division 
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State Attorney: 


J. Edward Worton ................ 294-5165 
Monroe County Courthouse Annex, 
Key West 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
294-4641 


Public Defender: 
John Keane, 511 Eaton St., Key West 
Court Executive Assistant: 


Family Division: 


Broward County 
(Area Code 305) 


Judges: 
Civil Division: 
James F. Minnet (Chief Judge), 

Ft. Lauderdale ..... 
Lamar Warren, Ft. Lauderdale 
Otis Farrington, Ft. Lauderdale 
George W. Tedder, Jr., 

Ft. Lauderdale 
Jose A. Gonzalez, Jr., 

Ft. Lauderdale 
L. Clayton Nance, Ft. Lauderdale 
Louis Weissing, Ft. Lauderdale . 
Stephen R. Booher, Ft. Lauderdale 
John H. Moore III, Ft. Lauderdale 
Stewart F. LaMotte, Jr., 

Ft. Lauderdale 
George Richardson, Jr., 

Ft. Lauderdale ....... 

Arthur J. Franza, Ft. Lauderdale 
Russell E. Seay, Ir., Ft. Lauderdale 
John G. Ferris, Ft. Lauderdale . 
William Clayton Johnson, 

Ft. Lauderdale 
Criminal Division: 
Robert W. Tyson, Jr., 

Ft. Lauderdale 
James M. Reasbeck, 

Humes T. Lasher, Ft. Lauderdale 
M. Daniel Futch, Jr., 

Ft. Lauderdale Me 
J. Cail Lee, Ft. Lauderdale .. 
James A. McCauley, 

Ft. Lauderdale ...... 
Thomas J. Reddick, Jr., 

Raymond J. Hare, Ft. Lauderdale 
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294-4293 
Monroe County Courthouse Annex, 
Key West .......... 294-4641 Ext. 243, 277 
Clerk of Court: 
Monroe County Courthouse, Key West 
Official Court Reporter: 
Louisa D. Parks, Key West ........ 294-4293 
Deputy Court Reporters: 
Rosemary Fernandez, Key West .. 294-4293 
Charo Scaggs, Key West ........... 294-4293 


SEVENTEENTH Judicial Circuit— 


524-6620 
523-2557 
523-7915 


524-4024 


. .522-0032 


524-2210 
524-0487 


. 525-2939 
. 525-0279 


524-6564 


524-3354 
525-0522 
525-5788 


.525-3828 


. 525-4660 


527-5271 


.. 525-5610 


525-8858 


.. .525-6065 
. . 523-7854 


525-1177 


522-2867 


. .525-4028 


John A. Miller, Ft. Lauderdale .. . .527-1829 
Frank A. Orlando, Ft. Lauderdale . 527-0491 
W. Herbert Moriarty, 

Probate Division: 

Paul M. Marko III, 

524-0411 
Leroy H. Moe, Ft. Lauderdale ... 524-0411 
Gene Fischer, Ft. Lauderdale .... .524-0411 

Court Executive Assistant: 
William Freeman, Ft. Lauderdale . 524-7779 
Clerk, Circuit Court: 

Clyde L. Heath, Ft. Lauderdale .. . 525-6666 
. .922-8000 
Pompano Beach . . 941-1742 

State Attorney: 

Philip S. Shailer, Ft. Lauderdale .. 763-1515 

(25 Assistant State Attorneys) 
Public Defender: 
Warner S. Olds, Ft. Lauderdale ... . 525-0347 


(15 Assistant Public Defenders) 


EIGHTEENTH Judicial Circuit— 
Brevard and Seminole Counties 
(Area Code 305) 


Judges: 
Richard B. Muldrew (Chief Judge), 
William G. Akridge, Rockledge . .. .636-6920 
Virgil B. Conkling, Titusville . . 269-8201 
Joe A. Cowart, Jr., Rockledge ...... 636-6920 
Roger F. Dykes, Rockledge ........ 636-6920 
A. J. Hosemann, Jr., Titusville ..... 269-8301 
Clarence T. Johnson, Titusville ... . 269-8443 
Robert B. McGregor, Rockledge . . .636-6920 
Dominick J. Salfi, Jr. Sanford ...... 323-4330 
David U. Strawn, Melbourne ....... 723-3750 
Thomas Waddell, Jr., Melbourne . . . 723-3750 
Volie A. Williams, Jr., Titusville ....269-8441 
J. William Woodson, Melbourne . .. . 723-3750 
Juvenile Division, Titusville .......... 269-8426 
Probate Division, Titusville .......... 269-8201 
Civil Division, Titusville ............. 269-8251 
Criminal Division, Titusville ......... 269-8330 
Court Executive Assistant: 
Robert L. Frye, Titusville .......... 269-8415 
State Attorney: 
Abbott M. Herring, Titusville ...... 269-8401 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
John A. Barnett, Titusville ......... 269-8401 
Newman D. Brock, Sanford ....... 323-4330 
JoAnne Butt, Titusville ............ 269-8401 
Douglas Cheshire, Titusville ........ 269-8401 
Louis Cianfrogna, Titusville ........ 269-8401 
Gary Delohery, Titusville .......... 269-8401 
O. H. Eaton, Jr., Sanford .......... 323-4330 
Charles Kessel, Titusville ....... .269-8401 
Arthur J. Kutsche, Titusville ....... 269-8401 
Harry Stein, Titusville ............. 269-8401 
Norman Tharp, Titusville ......... 269-8401 
C. A. VanHook III, Sanford ....... 323-4330 
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Edward Keezel, Sanford 
Public Defender: 
Franklin D. Kelley, Titusville 
Assistant Public Defenders: 
William R. Clifton, Cocoa 
Titusville 
James Foster, Sanford 
James Michael Matthews, a 834- 4774 
Frank H. Molica, Merritt Island . .. .452-4455 
Robert Telfer, Titusville 
Gerald S. Rutberg, Casselberry 
Orlando 


Clerks, Circuit Court: 
Curtis R. Barnes, (Brevard), 
Brevard Courthouse, Titusville . . .269-8221 
Arthur H. Beckwith, Jr. (Seminole), 
Seminole Courthouse, Sanford . 
Official Court Reporters: 
Curtis B. Ellerbe, (Seminole) 
Sanford 
Charles LeRette, (Brevard) 
Titusville 
Emilie Richards, (Brevard) 
Titusville 
Edythe Irish, (Brevard) 


322-4330 


636-6920 


NINETEENTH Judicial Circuit—Indian River, 
Martin, Okeechobee and St. Lucie Counties. 
(Area Code 305) 
Judges: 
D. C. Smith (Chief Judge), 
Vero Beach 
Wallace Sample, Ft. Pierce 
C. Pfeiffer Trowbridge, Stuart 
James E. Alderman, Fort Pierce ... 
State Attorney: 
Robert E. Stone, Vero Beach 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
Miles B. Mank II, Vero Beach 562-5608 
Rupert N. Koblegard III, Ft. Pierce 461-3390 
Anthony T. Young, Ft. Pierce ... 461-2310 
James W. Midelis, Ft. Pierce . 464-1032 
William Dale Anderson, Stuart 283-2411 


Public Defender: 
Elton H. Schwarz, Stuart 


Assistant Public Defenders: 
Bruce H. Colton, 
P. O. Box 2028, Stuart 
J. Michael Brennan, 
P.O. Box 4412, Ft. Pierce 
Richard Shop, 
P.O. Box 2028, Stuart 
Bruce Wilkinson, 
P.O. Box 2028, Stuart 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 
Ralph Harris (Indian River), 
P. O. Box 1028, Vero Beach 
Louise V. Isaacs (Martin), 
P.O. Drawer 777, Stuart 


-464-8904 


567-4805 


287-2966 
461-8300 
287-2966 
287-2966 


567-2922 


287-0220 
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R. H. Barber (Okeechobee), 
P.O. Box 698, Okeechobee 
Roger Poitras (St. Lucie), 
P.O. Box 700, Fort Pierce 
Official Court Reporters: 
Clifford M. Gaffney, Ft. Pierce 
Arthur S. Clum, Port Salerno 
David L. Ummel, Palm City 


TWENTIETH Judicial Circuit—Charlotte, 
Collier, Glades, Hendry and Lee Counties 
(Area Code 813) 
Judges: 
Harold S. Smith, Naples 
Charles T. Carlton, Moore Haven . 
Thomas W. Shands, Ft. Myers .. 
James Robert Adams, Ft. Myers ...334-0581 
William Lamar Rose, Ft. Myers ....334-1151 
John T. Rose, Jr., Punta Gorda ... .639-2646 
R. Wallace Pack, Ft. Myers . 334-4574 
Court Administrator: 
Thomas Cameron, Jr., 
Port Charlotte ... 
State Attorney: 
Joseph P. D’Alessandro, 
Ft. Myers 
Assistant State Attorneys: 
Louis S. St. Laurent, 


774-8940 
.639-5164 
334-6132 


639-2111 


334-1151, Ext. 355 


Robert R. Hagaman, Naples 
Jack R. Schoonover, 

Punta Gorda 
E. G. Couse, 

Ft. Myers 

Public Defender: 
Douglas M. Midgley, Ft. Myers . 
Assistant Public Defender: 
Maynard W. Schryver, Naples 
Clerks, Circuit Court: 
J. T. Lawhorne (Charlotte), 

P. O. Box 1687, 

Punta Gorda 639-2111, Ext. 220 
Margaret T. Scott (Collier), Naples . .774-8931 
Jack Moree (Glades), Moore Haven 946-2731 
Charlotte R. Fitzsimmons (Hendry), 

P.O. Box 38, LaBelle 
Sal Geraci (Lee), Ft. Myers 

Official Court Reporters: 
Barney Schultz, Ft. Myers 334-1151, Ext. 240 
Harriette Stewart Carr, Naples 774-8969 


COUNTY COURTS 


ALACHUA 
(8th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judges: 
Ira J. Carter, Jr., Gainesville 
J. Emory Cross, Gainesville 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
A. Curtis Powers, Gainesville 
Sheriff: 
Joe M. Crevasse, Jr., Gainesville . . 


639-2111, Ext, 219 
334-1151, Ext. 355 
-334-3690 


649-3157 


372-6371 
378-7177 


378-1566 


378-1641 
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BAKER 
(8th Judicial Circuit) 


(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
B. R. Burnsed, Macclenny ......... 259-3575 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Joe Dobson, Macclenny ........... 259-3591 
Sheriff: 
Joe Newmons ...... 259-2231 (Jail) 259-3161 
BAY COUNTY 


(14th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Larry A. Bodiford 
P.O. Box 639, Panama City . 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Bruce Collins 


P.O. Box 2269, Panama City ....763-2885 
Sheriff: 


Tullis D. Easterling, Panama City . .785-7071 


BRADFORD 
(8th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 


.. 785-0231 


Elzie S. Sanders, Starke . 964-7150 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

Gilbert S. Brown 

P.O. Drawer B, Starke .......... 964-5512 
Sheriff: 
Dolph Reddish 
964-6280 (Jail) 964-6161 
BREVARD 
(18th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 
County Court Judges: 
Martin Budnick, Melbourne ....... 723-3750 
Daniel F. Citak, Titusville ......... 269-8335 
Kenneth B. Morton, Titusville ...... 269-8333 
Civil Division, Titusville ............. 269-8344 
Criminal Division, Titusville ......... 269-8344 
Traffic Division, Titusville ........... 269-8338 
Clerk of the Circuit Court: 

Curtis R. Barnes, Titusville ........ 269-8221 
County Attorney: 

Robert Nabors, Titusville .......... 269-7411 
Sheriff: 

Leigh S. Wilson, Titusville ......... 269-2121 
723-3301 

BROWARD 
(17th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 


County Court Judges: 

Stanton S. Kaplan, Ft. Lauderdale 525-0073 
Barbara J. Bridge, Ft. Lauderdale. . 525-0064 
Morton L. Abram, Ft. Lauderdale 527-1117 
Bobby W. Gunther, Ft. Lauderdale . 525-0736 


14 


James R. Holmes, Ft. Lauderdale. 525-0751 
Hort A. Soper, Ft. Lauderdale... .. 525-0769 


Clerk, Circuit and County Courts: 


Clyde L. Heath, Ft. Lauderdale .. .525-6666 
922-8000 
Pompano Beach .............. 941-1742 


Sheriff: 
Edward J. Stack, Ft. Lauderdale .. .525-4321 


CALHOUN COUNTY 
(14th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 


J. L. Godwin, Blountstown .. .674-5461 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
James A. Peacock, Jr. 
P. O. Box 498, Blountstown ......674-8312 
Sheriff: 
W. C. Reeder, Blountstown ...... 674-5449 


CHARLOTTE 
(20th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judge: 
John D. Shannon, Punta Gorda ... .639-2111 
County Attorney: 
Elwood P. Safron 
110 Herald Ct., Punta Gorda ....639-1040 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 


J. T. Lawhorne 
P.O. Box 1687, Punta Gorda ... .639-2111 
Ext. 220 
Sheriff: 
John P. Bent, Punta Gorda ........ 639-2101 
CITRUS 
(5th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Leonard A. Damron, Inverness ..... 726-1831 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Walt Connors, 
P.O. Box 126, Inverness ......... 726-2175 
Sheriff: 
B. R. Quinn, Inverness ............ 726-1121 
CLAY 


(4th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Thomas J. Rivers 
P.O. Box 188, 
Green Cove Springs . .284-3115 or 264-8631 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
George L. Carlisle, 
P. O. Box 698, Green Cove Springs 
284-9211, 264-9801, 284-3551 
Sheriff: 
O. Jennings Murrhee, 
Green Cove Springs 
264-6512, 284-9709—(Jail) 284-3379 
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COLLIER 
(20th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 

County Court Judges: 

Lynne Hixon Holley, Naples 

Thomas T. Trettis, Naples 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

Margaret T. Scott, Naples 
Sheriff: 

E. A. Doug Hendry, Naples 


COLUMBIA 
(3rd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Alva Duncan, Lake City 
County Attorney: 
William J. Haley, Lake City 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
W. E. Crews, 
P. O. Box 571, Lake City 
Sheriff: 
Harry J. Spradley 
Lake City ... .752-3222—(Jail) 752-3581 


DADE 
(11th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 


County Court Judges: 
Civil Division: 
Morton L. Perry, Administrative Judge, Miami 
Sidney L. Segall, Miami 
James S. Rainwater, Miami 
Mattie Belle Davis, Miami 
Robert M. Deehl, Miami 
Louie Bandel, Miami 
Edward H. Swanko, Miami 
Crimes Division: 

C. P. Rubiera, Administrative Judge, Miami 

John H. Smith, Miami 

Arden M. Siegendorf, Miami 

Alfred F. Nesbitt, Miami 

Magistrate Division: 

John A. Tanksley, Administrative Judge, 
Miami 

Gerald J. Klein, Miami 

Arthur Winton, Miami 

Arthur Maginnis, Miami 

Richard S. Hickey, Miami 

Traffic and Branch Courts Division: 

Frederick N. Barad, Administrative Judge, 
Miami 

Thomas G. O’Connell, Miami 

William J. Piquette, Miami 

Ruth L. Sutton, Miami 

Dominic L. Koo, Miami 

Bernard R. Jaffe, Miami 

Edmund W. Newbold, Miami 

Stuart M. Simons, Miami 

Clerk of the Circuit and County Courts: 
Richard P. Brinker, 

P. O. Box 1031, Miami 


774-8991 
649-3393 


774-8931 


774-4434 


752-1553 
752-2228 


752-1264 


373-6671 
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Director of Public Safety and Metropolitan 
Sheriff: 
E. Wilson Purdy, 
1320 N.W. 14th St., Miami ... .377-7831 
Correction and Rehabilitation Department (Jail): 
1320 N.W. 13th St., Miami 377-7681 
DESOTO 
(12th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judge: 
Vincent T. Hall, Arcadia .. 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Delma Allen, Arcadia 
Sheriff: 
Frank E. Cline, 
Arcadia 


. 928-6351 


929-3321 


928-5331—(Jail) 928-1331 
DIXIE 
(3rd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Ike C. Harmon, 
Cross City 
County Attorney: 
John D. Thomas, Cross City 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Cauley C. Copeland, 
P.O. Drawer Q, 
Cross City 
Sheriff: 
Al Parker, 
Cross City 


Res. 498-3273, 498-3385 
498-3900 


498-3344, 498-3687 


498-9645—(Jail) 498-3383 


DUVAL 
(4th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judges: 

John M. Marees (Administrative Judge), 
Division A, 
Jacksonville 

Susan H. Black, 

Division B, Jacksonville 

Ambrose Olliff, 

Division C, Jacksonville 

Raymond L. Simpson, 
Division D, Jacksonville 

Louis C. Corbin, 

Division E, Jacksonville 

Edward P. Westberry, 
Division F, Jacksonville 

Dawson A. McQuaig, 
Division G, Jacksonville 

Jesse H. Leigh, 

Division H, Jacksonville 

Morton A. Kesler, 
Division I, Jacksonville 

Louise Walker, 

Division J, Jacksonville 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

S. Morgan Slaughter, 

Jacksonville 
Sheriff: 
Dale Carson, Jacksonville 


355-4451, Ext. 391 
355-4451 
355-4451 
355-4451 
355-4451 
355-4451 
355-4451 
355-4451 
355-4451 


355-4451 


355-4451, Ext. 367 


356-1931 
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ESCAMBIA 
(1st Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judges: 


William W. Henderson, Jr., 
Administrative Judge, Pensacola . .433-1830 


Frank L. Bell, Pensacola ........... 433-3141 

Walter Lagergren, Pensacola ....... 432-7686 

Billy G. Ward, Pensacola .......... 434-1633 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

Ernie Lee Magaha, Pensacola ...... 438-1451 
Sheriff: 

Royal Untreiner, Pensacola ........ 433-8371 

FLAGLER 
(7th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 

County Court Judge: 

Duane A. Deen, Bunnell ........... 437-3525 


Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Shelton B. Barber, 
P.O. Box 787, Bunnell .......... 437-3565 
Sheriff: 
P. A. Edmonson, 
437-3343—{Jail) 437-3381 
FRANKLIN 
(2nd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Eldon F. McLeod, 
P.O. Box 338, Apalachicola ...... 653-3351 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Robert L. Howell, 


P.O. Box 340, Apalachicola ...... 653-3361 
Sheriff: 
Jack Taylor, Apalachicola ......... 653-5271 
GADSDEN 


(2nd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
H. Y. Reynolds, Quincy ........... 627-6452 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Edwin Baur, Quincy .............. 627-7514 
Sheriff: 
William A. Woodham, 
627-6122—{Jail) 627-6310 
GILCHRIST 
(8th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Miller Lang, Trenton ............. 463-2068 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Horace Thomas, 


Sheriff: 
Charlie R. Parrish, 
463-2245—{Jail) 463-2119 
GLADES 


(20th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judge: 
A. E. Wells, Moore Haven ......... 946-3261 
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Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Jack Moree, Moore Haven ........ 946-2731 
Sheriff: 
Roy D. Lundy, 
Moore Haven .. .946-2982—{Jail) 946-3711 
GULF COUNTY 
(14th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Sam P. Husband, 
P.O. Box 949, Port St. Joe ...... 227-2381 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
George Y. Core, 


P.O. Box 968, Port St. Joe ...... 229-6113 
Sheriff: 
Raymond Lawrence, Port St. Joe . ..227-2311 
HAMILTON 


(3rd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 

County Court Judge: 

John W. Peach, Jasper ............ 792-1220 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

J. R. Miller, P.O. Box 312, Jasper . .792-1288 
Sheriff: 

Charles Rhoden, 


HARDEE 
(10th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judge: 


Joel Evers, Wauchula...... .. 773-9059 
County Attorney: 
R. Earl Collins, Wauchula ........773-3171 


Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Ben Coker, 
P. O. Box 458, 

Wauchula .. .. 773-6953, 773-4174 
Sheriff: N. H. Murdock, Wauchula .. . 773-4144 
HENDRY 
(20th Judicial Circuit) 

(Area Code 813) 

County Court Judge: 

Broward N. Parsons, LaBelle 
County Attorney: 

Jack J. Rafter, Jr., Clewiston ....... 983-8236 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

Charlotte R. Fitzsimiaons, LaBelle . .675-2341 
Sheriff: 

Earl S. Dyess, LaBelle ............. 675-3801 


HERNANDO 
(Sth Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Monroe W. Treiman, 
P.O. Box 308, Brooksville ....... 796-4963 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Harold Brown, 


.. 675-2371 


P.O. Box 185, Brooksville ....... 796-3538 
Sheriff: 
Melvin Kelly, 
234 E. Jefferson, Brooksville ..... 796-3541 
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HIGHLANDS 
(10th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judge: 
Mark H. Richardson, Sebring 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Earl Rich, 
P. O. Box 353, Sebring 385-6955, 385-6956 
Sheriff: 
O. L. Raulerson, Sebring 


HILLSBOROUGH 
(13th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judges: 
Civil Division: 
Henry O. Wilson 
Thomas A. Miller 
Criminal Division: 
Morton J. Hanlon 
Arden Mays Merckle 
Richard E. Leon 
Traffic Division: 
Bob M. Johnson 
John D. Menas 
Michael N. Kavouklis 
Resident County Attorney: 
Michael J. O’Brien, Tampa 
County Attorney: 
J. Clint Brown, Tampa .... 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
James F, Taylor, Jr., 


385-6935 


385-5111 


223-1311 
223-1311 


229-0804 


229-0804 
. .229-0804 


223-1311 


P.O. Box 1110, Tampa .. 
Sheriff: 
Malcolm E. Beard, Tampa 


229-7771 


228-7311 


HOLMES COUNTY 
(14th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Robert E. Brown, Bonifay 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Jack Faircloth, Bonifay 
Sheriff: 
Wilburn Raley, Bonifay 


INDIAN RIVER 
(19th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 
County Court Judge: 
Graham W. Stikelether, Vero Beach 562-5442 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Ralph Harris, 
Courthouse, Vero Beach 
Sheriff: 
Sam T. Joyce, Courthouse, 
Vero Beach 562-5495—(Jail) 562-4151 


JACKSON COUNTY 
(14th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
W. A. “Billy” Dykes, Marianna . 


547-2793 
547-2835 


547-3681 


567-5146 


. 482-4505 
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Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Raymond R. Bruner, Marianna ... .482-3354 
Sheriff: 
Ronald H. Craven, Marianna 


JEFFERSON 
(2nd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Charles C. Anderson, Monticello . . .997-5546 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Eleanor B. Hawkins, 
P. O. Drawer F, Monticello 
Sheriff: 
James H. Scott, 
Monticello 


482-2132 


997-5562 


997-5414—(Jail) 997-2023 


LAFAYETTE 
(3rd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Foye W. O’Steen, Mayo 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Paul Trawick. Mayo 
Sheriff: 
Stanley Cannon. 
Mayo . 294-1222—(Oflice) 294-1301—(Jail) 


LAKE 
(Sth Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 

County Court Judges: 

W. A. Milton, Jr., Tavares 

E. C. Aulls, Jr., Tavares 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

James C. Watkins, Tavares 
Sheriff: 

Guy Bliss, Tavares 


LEE 
(20th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judges: 
David Orosz, Ft. Myers 
William J. Nelson, Ft. Myers 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Sal Geraci, Ft. Myers 
Sheriff: 
Frank Wanicka, 
Ft. Myers 


343-5152 
343-5152 


343-5152 


343-2101 


334-1151 
334-1151 


334-1151 


334-4551—(Jail) 334-1191 


LEON 
(2nd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 

County Court Judges: 

Hayward V. Atkinson, Tallahassee . .224-6194 

Hal S. McClamma, Tallahassee 224-6194 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

Paul F. Hartsfield, Tallahassee 
Sheriff: 

Raymond Hamlin, Jr., 

Tallahassee 222-4740—(Jail) 576-3121 


222-0320 
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LEVY 
(8th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Albert C. Simmons, Bronson ....... 486-2074 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Ernest Stephens, 


P. O. Box 126, Bronson .......... 486-2015 
Sheriff: 
Pat Hartley, Bronson ........ (Jail) 486-2321 
LIBERTY 
(2nd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
J. Rayburn Peddie, Bristol ......... 643-3582 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
W. A. Woodward, Bristol .......... 643-3115 
Sheriff: 
643-3532 
MADISON 


(3rd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Don W. Davis, Madison ........... 973-6221 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 


Dale M. Leslie, Madison .......... 973-6531 
Sheriff: 

Joe C. Peavy, 

Madison ........ 973-2313—{Jail) 973-6331 
MANATEE 
(12th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 

County Court Judges: 

Claflin Garst, Jr., Bradenton 743-0941 

Roberta Knowles, Bradenton ....... 743-0941 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

M. T. McInnis, Bradenton ......... 746-1191 
Sheriff: 

Richard W. Weitzenfeld, Bradenton 746-7121 

MARION 
(5th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 

County Court Judge: 

Clyde Trammell, Ocala ............ 622-7165 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

John F. Nicholson, Ocala .......... 622-4747 
Sheriff: 

Don Moreland, 

622-8181—(Jail) 622-4630 


MARTIN 
(19th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 

County Court Judge: 

Dwight L. Geiger, 

P.O. Box 686, Stuart ........... 283-1000 

Clerk of Circuit Court: 

Louise V. Isaacs, 


P.O. Drawer 777, Stuart ........ 287-0220 
Sheriff: 
James D. Holt, Stuart ............. 283-1300 
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MONROE 
(16th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 
County Court Judges: 
Paul E. Esquinaldo . .294-4641, Ext. 220, 230 
County Courthouse Annex, Key West 
Lew E. Schlegel, 
P. O. Box 3088, Marathon Shores 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Earl R. Adams, 
Courthouse, Key West ........... Ext. 235 
Sheriff: 
Robert L. Brown, County Courthouse Annex, 


NASSAU 
(4th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
J. E. Weatherford, 


Fermmandina Beach 261-5724 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
D. O. Oxley, 
Fernandina Beach .261-3771, 261-3811 


Sheriff: 
Herb S. McKendree, 
Fernandina Beach 261-6113—(Jail) 261-3231 


OKALOOSA 
(1st Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 

County Court Judges: 

Jack Courtney, Crestview .......... 682-2711 

Howard Gill, Fort Walton Beach 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

Cecil L. Anchors, Sr., 


Sheriff: 
Ray Wilson, Crestview ............ 682-2788 
OKEECHOBEE 


(19th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judge: 


G. E. Bryant, Jr., Okeechobee ...... 763-3193 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
R. H. Barber, 
P.O. Box 698,.Okeechobee ...... 763-3423 
Sheriff: 
John W. Collier, 
Okeechobee ..... 763-3117—{Jail) 763-3118 
ORANGE 


(9th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 
County Court Judges: 
Lee C. Conser, 


115 E. Central Blvd., Orlando ... .849-3501 
Sylvan McElroy, 

County Courthouse, Orlando ... .849-3170 
Frank N. Kaney, 

County Courthouse, Orlando ... .849-3158 
Ted P. Coleman, 

County Courthouse, Orlando ....849-3433 
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John H. King, 
233 W. Main St., Apopka 
C. M. Tucker, 
1080 S. Dillard, Winter Garden . .656-3229 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Randall Kirkland, 
County Courthouse 
Sheriff: 
Melvin Colman, Orlando 


OSCEOLA 
(9th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 
County Court Judge: 
Russell Thacker, 
County Courthouse, Kissimmee. 847-5101 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Harris G. Daniel, 
P.O. Box 520, Kissimmee 
Sheriff: 
Ernest P. Murphy, Kissimmee 


PALM BEACH 
(15th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 
County Court Judges: 
F. A. Currie, West Palm Beach ... .655-5200 
W. C. Williams, West Palm Beach . .655-5200 
Don T. Adams, 
West Palm Beach & Belle Glade . .655-5200 
Howard H. Harrison, Jr., 
West Palm Beach 655-5200 
James T. Carlisle, West Palm Beach 655-5200 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
John B. Dunkle, 
P. O. Drawer H, West Palm Beach 655-5200 
Sheriff: 
William Heidtman, 
West Palm Beach 


889-4176 


849-3247 


241-1531 


847-5101 


847-2142 


833-7481 


(6th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Codes 813, 904) 
County Court Judges: 
William H. Seaver, Dade City 567-5271 
Dan C. Rasmussen, New Port Richey 849-8581 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Stanley C. Burnside, 
Dade City 
Sheriff: 
Basil Gaines, Dade City 567-5131 
New Port Richey . .. .849-8581 Ext. 24 & 25 


PINELLAS 
(6th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judges: 
C. A. Clement, Clearwater 
Michael N. Athanason, 

St. Petersburg 898-4161 
Robert J. Shingler, St. Petersburg . .898-4161 
Maynard F. Swanson, Jr., 

Clearwater 
Burton C. Easton, Clearwater 


567-5271 Ext. 15 


446-7161 


446-7161 
446-7161 
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R. Grable Stoutamire, Clearwater . .446-7161 
Philip A. Federico, St. Petersburg . .898-4161 
James B. Sanderlin, St. Petersburg . .898-4161 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Harold Mullendore, Clearwater .. 
Sheriff: 
Don Genung, Clearwater 
POLK 
(10th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judges: 
William A. Norris, Jr., Bartow . . 
G. Bowden Hunt, Bartow . 
J. Tim Strickland, Bartow 
Clerk of Circuit Court and Polk County Court: 
E. D. “Bud” Dixon, 
P. O. Box 1899, Bartow 533-9041 
Sheriff: Monroe Brannen, Bartow ... .533-1181 
Lakeland 682-7157 
Haines City ..... 
Lake Wales 


. 446-7161 


446-7161 


. .533-0961 


(7th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 

County Court Judge: 

William E. Warren, Palatka 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

A. W. Nichols, Jr., Palatka 
Sheriff: 

E. W. Pellicer, 


Palatka 325-4541—(Jail) 325-7584 


ST. JOHNS 
(7th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Charles C. Mathis, Jr., 
St. Augustine 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Oliver Lawton, 
P.O. Box 299, St. Augustine 
Sheriff: 
W. Dudley Garrett, Jr., Courthouse, 
St. Augustine . .. .829-6571—(Jail) 829-6494 
ST. LUCIE 
(19th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 
County Court Judges: 
E. P. DeFriest, Jr., Ft. Pierce .. 
William G. Tye, Ft. Pierce 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Roger Poitras, 
P.O. Box 700, Ft. Pierce 
Sheriff: 
C. L. (Lanie) Norvell, 
Ft. Pierce 461-7300—(Jail) 461-7301 
SANTA ROSA 
(1st Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Mahlon C. McCall, Milton 


829-6571 


829-6571 


.. 461-2431 
461-2431 


461-7752 


623-3674 
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Clerk of Circuit Court: 


Gerald Barnes, Milton ............ 623-3639 
Sheriff: 
Harvell Enfinger, Milton .......... 623-3691 
SARASOTA 


(12th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 813) 
County Court Judges: 
Edwin W. Cummer, Sarasota ....... 958-9711 
Robert H. Stahlschmidt, Sarasota . .958-9711 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
R. H. Hackney, Jr., 


Sheriff: 
James Hardcastle, Sarasota ........ 958-3193 
SEMINOLE 


(18th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 305) 
County Court Judges: 
Wallace H. Hall, Sanford .......... 323-4330 
Harold F. Johnson, Sanford ....... 323-4330 
County Attorney: 
E. Thom Rumberger, 
323-4330 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Arthur H. Beckwith, Jr., 
P.O. Drawer C, Sanford ........ 323-4330 
Sheriff: 
John Polk, 
322-5115—(Jail) 322-5117 


SUMTER 
(Sth Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
Jack Drawdy, Bushnell . 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 


C. Burton Marsh, Bushnell ........ 793-2611 
Sheriff: 
Don Page, Bushnell ............... 793-2621 


SUWANNEE 
(3rd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 


Thomas J. Kennon, Jr., Live Oak . . .362-3431 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 


.. . 793-2601 


Jerry Scarborough, Live Oak ... . 362-2827 
Sheriff: 
Robert Leonard, Live Oak ........ 362-2222 
TAYLOR 
(3rd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 


County Court Judge: 
Declan O’Grady, 
584-3285 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Charles Ralph Carlton, 
P.O. Box 620, Perry ............ 584-3531 
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Sheriff: 
M.S. Linton, 
Perry . .584-2429—({Jail) 584-4225, 584- 
5550 


UNION 
(8th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
A. L. Driggers, 
P.O. Box 327, Lake Butler ...... 496-2621 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
Robert A. Driggers, 
P.O. Box 298, Lake Butler ...... 496-3711 
Sheriff: 
John H. Whitehead, 
Lake Butler ..... 496-2501—{Jail) 496-2511 


VOLUSIA 
(7th Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judges: 
Darrel Carnell, Daytona Beach 
Harrison D. Griffin, DeLand ....... 736-2700 
Norton Josephson, Daytona Beach 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 


V. Y. Smith, 

P.O. Box 43, DeLand .......... 734-1421 

Sheriff: 

Ed Duff, Daytona Beach .......... 255-0111 

DeLand ........ 734-3441—(Jail) 734-0304 

WAKULLA 
(2nd Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 


County Court Judge: 

George L. Harper, Crawfordville 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

Carlton Tucker, Crawfordville ..... 926-3341 
Sheriff: W. R. Taff, 

Crawfordville .. .926-3401—(Jail) 926-5741 


WALTON 
(Ist Judicial Circuit) 
(Area Code 904) 

County Court Judge: 

Joe Dan Trotman, DeFuniak Springs 894-5851 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 

Philip A. Anderson, 

DeFuniak Springs .............. 894-5321 

Sheriff: 

L. S. Campbell, DeFuniak Springs . .896-2721 


WASHINGTON COUNTY 
(14th Judicial Circuit) 


926-5551 


(Area Code 904) 
County Court Judge: 
A. K. Shuler, Chipley ............. 638-1874 
Clerk of Circuit Court: 
638-0281 
Sheriff: 
Theron Cook, Chipley ............ 638-0611 
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Local bar leaders throughout Florida met in Tampa on December 8 at an 
annual conference conducted by the Florida Council of Bar Association Presi- 
dents and The Florida Bar. Participants included (upper left) Marna Tucker, 
Washington, D, C., Director of the ABA’s pro bono services program; L. David 
Shear, council chairman, Tampa; and Dean Joseph R. Julin of the University of 
Florida College of Law, Above right, Florida Bar President-elect Earl B. Hadlow 


their solutions. 


LEAA Grants Aid 
UM Law Interns 


For the second year, a grant to 
Dade County from the Federal 
Law Enforcement Assistance Ad- 
ministration is allowing University 
of Miami law students to get prac- 
tical experience with the public 
defender’s office and state attor- 
ney’s Office. 

This year, eight students work in 
each office alongside assistant pub- 
lic defenders and assistant state 
inant — doing research, con- 
sumer fraud work and trying court 
cases, if certified as law seniors. 
The students are paid $3 an hour 
and work an average 20-hour week. 
They do not receive academic 

it for this work. 


Michael Tarre, a Miami attorney, 
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and President Wm. Reece Smith, Jr., discuss cooperative efforts of The Florida 
Bar and local bar groups. S. Shepherd Tate, Memphis, president of the National 
Conference of Bar Presidents, is shown at right as he explained the program of 
bar leaders on the national level. Below left and right are a portion of the 
luncheon audience who heard Marshall R. Cassedy give pointers on how to 
conduct a meeting, and of the morning session who shared mutual problems and 


directs the law student intern train- 
ing program. He said the main goal 
is to get law students interested in 
the public sector of law, and that 
to date, the program has been 
successful. 

Last year the LEAA made a 
grant of approximately $44,850 and 
13 students received the law ex- 
perience. This year the grant was 
$44,184. 

The UM law students working 
with the public defender’s office 
are: Deevon Meade, Rebekah Pos- 
ton, Harold T. Smith, Harold 
Fields, Robert Robbins, James Gil- 
mour, Kurt Marmar and Lawrence 
Kranert. 

The students in the state attor- 
ney’s office are: Carl Taylor, Philip 
Filosa, Barry Cohen, Fred Ramirez, 
Terrance Schwartz, George Yoss, 


David Weinberger and Norman 
Leopold. 


U of F Law College 


Studies 'Impounding" 

The University of Florida’s Col- 
lege of Law has launched a study of 
the common executive practice of 
not spending funds allocated by 
legislative bodies. 

Termed impounding, the process 
takes place on both the federal and 
state wars Florida recently lost 
nearly $200 million when the Fed- 
eral Office of Management and 
Budget impounded funds appropri- 
ated by Congress to combat water 
pollution in the state. 

The college will use a $66,000 
grant recently received from the 
Josephine H. McIntosh Foundation 
to fund the study. 
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Conference of County Court Judges 
Is Established, Elects Officers 


This month 148 judges began 
duties in the county courts of Flor- 
ida, under the authorization of 
Article V. One hundred and forty- 
one of these incumbents and new 
judges attended an institute last 
month in Tallahassee sponsored by 
the Supreme Court and The Flor- 
ida Bar which explained their re- 
sponsibilities under the newly 
organized state judicial system. 
Reportedly, half of those participat- 
ing were newly elected to the 
bench. 

During the week-long session the 
judges created the Conference of 
County Court Judges designed to 
represent all county court judges 
before official agencies. Its primary 
function will be the continuing 
education of its members in the 
various fields of law which come 
under their jurisdiction. 

The bylaws of the conference, 
revamped from those of the old 
Judges of the County Court As- 
sociation, permitted the election of 
nine officers and 20 directors, one 
representing each judicial circuit. 

Judge J. E. Weatherford of Fer- 
nandina Beach, president of the old 
association, was elected president 
for six months until an annual 
election meeting can be held. 
Terms will be for one year 
thereafter. 

Additional officers include: E. 
Ambrose Oliff, Jacksonville, 
president-elect; Dawson A. Mc- 
Quaig, Sr., Jacksonville, vice presi- 
dent, First Appellate District; 
Michael M. Kavouklis, Tampa, vice 
president, Second Appellate Dis- 
trict; John Tanksley, Miami, vice 
president, Third Appellate District; 
and W. C. Williams III, West Palm 
Beach, vice president, Fourth Ap- 
pellate District; Thomas A. Miller, 
Sr., secretary; and Dominic Koo, 
Miami, treasurer. Monroe W. Trei- 
man, of Brooksville, was re-elected 
executive director of the confer- 
ence and newsletter editor. 

The members of the board are: 
Joe Dan Trotman, Ist Judicial Cir- 
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cuit; Charles C. Anderson, 2nd; 
Foye O'Steen, 3rd; Susan Black, 
4th; W. A. Milton, 5th; Dan C. Ras- 
mussen, 6th; Harrison D. Griffin, 
7th; Albert Simmons, 8th; Sylvan 
McElroy, 9th; W. A. Norris, Jr., 
10th; Robert M. Deehl, 11th; Claf- 
lin Garst, Jr., 12th; Henry Wilson, 
13th; Larry Bodiford, 14th; F. A. 
Currie, 15th; Lou E. Slegal, 16th; 
James Holmes, Jr., 17th; Martin 
Budnick, 18th; Dwight Geiger, 


19th, and Broward Parsons, 20th. 

The immediate objective of the 
conference was the appointment 
and activation of six standing com- 
mittees. They include civil, crimi- 
nal, legislative, administrative, traf- 
fic and convention and hospitality 
committees. 

In addition, Judges Arden Mays 
Merckle of Plant City and Gerald 
J. Klein of Miami were named to 
the state Qualifications and Disci- 
pline Committee, created by Arti- 
cle V, to represent county court 
judges. 


Ernest C. Friesen, Jr., executive director of the Institute for Court Management, 
Denver, conducted an all-day session for presiding judges of Florida’s judicial 
circuits at the Bar Center in Tallahassee on December 7. The workshop was 
one of several conferences and meetings held to prepare county and circuit 
judges for transition to the new court system inaugurated on January 1. 


ABA Opens Its Ranks to Nonlawyers 


The American Bar Association is 
opening its ranks to nonlawyers for 
the first time in its 94-year history. 

Two new associate classifications 
have been created to permit broad- 
ened participation by others closely 
connected with the legal profession. 

Nonlawyer judges, court admin- 
istrators and federal court execu- 
tives are now eligible to become 
judicial associates. A bar executive 
associate classification has been cre- 
ated for nonlawyer executive direc- 
tors and other full-time professional 
personnel of state and local bar 
associations. 


Associates are eligible to enroll 


in one or more ABA sections. Judi- 
cial associates are automaticall 
affiliated with the Judicial Adminis- 
tration Division. Bar executive as- 
sociates become associates of the 
Sections of Bar Activities. Associ- 
ates under age 36 automatically 
are affiliated with the Young Law- 
yers Section. 


WEEKLY SUMMARIES 

Know what decisions were rendered 
last week. Decisions of Florida Su- 
preme Court and the four District 
Courts of Appeal are available from 
Florida Appellate Court Reporting Ser- 
vice. Write Municipal Code Corporation, 
P. O. Box 2235, Tallahassee, Florida 
32304. 
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Chairmen of The Florida Bar's Grievance Committees met 
at the Bar Center in Tallahassee on December 5 to discuss 
new procedures to be followed under Article XI of the 
Integration Rule which became effective on December 1. 


Nationally Prominent Speakers Expected 
To Participate in YLS Ist Annual Meeting 


The first annual meeting of the 
Young Lawyers Section promises to 
be one of the highlights of Bar 
activities for the year, according to 
its program chairman, James 
Crowder of Miami. 


Several speakers of national 


prominence, including Ralph Na- 
der, have been invited to the meet- 
ing, to be held February 23 and 24 


at the Robert Meyer Hotel in Or- 
lando. The registration fee ($10) and 
costs of meals and accommodations 
will be low to encourage all young 
lawyers to attend, and the program 
is designed to stimulate interest in 
various current topics. 

One of the first educational pro- 
grams in the country on the new 
Federal Rules of Evidence will be 
directed on Friday morning by 
Dean Mason Ladd, one of the 
authors of the rules. The noon 
luncheon audience will be address- 
ed by Chesterfield H. Smith of 
Lakeland, president-elect of the 
American Bar Association, United 
States Senator Lawton Chiles will 
also participate. 

The afternoon session will in- 
clude a business meeting of the 
Board of Governors, which will be 
open to all section members. This 
will be followed by a panel dis- 
cussion on consumerism featuring 
an assistant director of the Federal 
Trade Commission, the director of 
the Florida Division of Consumer 
Services, a representative of the 
general counsel's office of General 
Motors Corporation and moderated 
by John A. Reed, Jr., chief judge 
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of the Fourth District Court of 
Appeal. 

A cocktail party that evening will 
honor the former members of the 
section’s Board of Governors, who 
will be the special guests of the 
entire annual meeting. Ralph Na- 
der, national consumer advocate, is 
scheduled to speak at the banquet 
which follows. 

On Saturday programs are sched- 
uled on two YLS projects which 
have received national recognition, 
the Volunteers in Probation and 
Parole (VIPP) and the Drug Abuse 
Project. The latter will feature U.S. 
Congressman Louis Frey, Special 
Assistant Attorney General of the 
United States, Myles Ambrose, a 
law enforcement officer for drug 
abuse from the Justice De- 
partment, and Dr. Jerome Jaffe, 
special medical advisor to the Pres- 
ident in the area of drug abuse. 

The morning agenda will be con- 
cluded with a discussion of a prob- 
lem of concern to all young lawyers 
—judicial selection. This program 
will discuss the adequacy of judi- 
cial compensation through a panel 
moderated by former state repre- 
sentative Sandy D’Alemberte and 
including Robert H. Hall, presid- 
ing judge of the Georgia Court of 
Appeals and president of the 
American Judicature Society; Mal- 
lory Horne, president of the Flor- 
ida Senate, and John Germany of 
Tampa. 

Governor of Florida, attorney 
Reubin Askew, has been invited to 
speak at the Saturday luncheon. 


Norman Faulkner, staff counsel in the Tallahassee office, 
and President Wm. Reece Smith, Jr., charged the chair- 
men and committee members to put forth greater effort 
to lessen delays in disciplining errant members of the Bar. 


This will be followed by a meeting 
of the section’s Resolutions Com- 
mittee. Resolutions are being solic- 
ited from all section members re- 
garding future directions. 

Special air transportation is be- 
ing arranged from Miami and other 
points in the state. Registration in- 
formation will be mailed to all YLS 
members shortly. Members are 
urged to register early because of 
limited space. 


Family Law Essay 
Entries Due in April 


Junior and senior year law stu- 
dents have until next April 16 to 
enter the Howard C. Schwab Me- 
morial Award Essay Contest in the 
field of family law. 

The contest is sponsored by the 
American Bar Association’s Fam- 
ily Law Section in cooperation 
with the Toledo and Ohio Bar 
Associations. 

Contestants may write on any 
aspect of family law. Suggested 
length is about 3,000 words. Essays 
which have been or are scheduled 
to be published are ineligible for 
consideration. 

First, second and third place 
winners will receive cash awards 
of $500, $300 and $200 respectively. 
The winners will be announced 
and the prizes awarded during the 
Family Law Section’s 1973 annual 
meeting next August in Washing- 
ton, D. C. 

Law students who wish to enter 
the contest should request an entry 
form from: Division of Legal Prac- 
tice and Education, Howard C. 
Schwab Memorial Award Essay 
Contest, ABA Section of Family 
Law, American Bar Center, 1155 
East 60th St., Chicago, Ill. 60637. 
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Law Enforcement 


The 5th and 6th books in the In- 
bau Law Enforcement Series have 
been published recently: Scientific 
Police Investigation and Evidence 
Law for the Police. 

Previously published books in the 
series are: Criminal Law for the Po- 
lice, Criminal Law for the Layman, 
Fingerprints and the Law, and Fin- 

int Techniques. 
othe editor ft the series is Professor 
Fred E. Inbau of Northwestern Uni- 
versity School of Law, and the pub- 
lisher The Chilton Book Company, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. 


Reviewing the Reviews 
The following are articles of inter- 


est to Florida practitioners from te- 
cent issues of law reviews from uni- 
versities in Florida and the United 
States. When possible the cost and 
address of the reviews will be given 
for those who wish to obtain copies. 


Land Use Symposium 


“Institutional Purchase Money Fi- 
nancing of Cooperative Apart- 
ments,” Charles A. Goldstein. 
“Zoning Imagination — Dimensional 
Zoning,” Eugene J. Morris. 

“New Communities in the U.S.—A 
Survey,” Curtis J. Berger. 


“The International Narcotics Control 
System: A Proposal,” 
M. C. Bassiouni, Chairman, World 
Peace Through Law Center Com- 
mission on International Control of 
Narcotics. 
(St. John’s Law Review, Vol. 46, No. 
4, May 1972. Order through Dennis & 
Co., 251 Main St., Buffalo, N. Y. 
14203, $2.50.) 
eee 
“Computer-Assisted Legal Research,” 
a lengthy article by J. Roger Hamil- 
ton, a University of naa Law 
School student, which outlines the 
challenge of computer research for 
the legal profession, 
(Oregon Law Review, Vol. 51, No. 4, 
School of Law, Eugene, Oregon 
97403, $3.) 
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“Contractural Problems in the En- 
forcement of Agreements to Arbitrate 
Medical Malpractice,” Stanley D. 
Henderson, Professor of Law, Univer- 
sity of Virginia. Discusses scope, for- 
mation and Em og of the arbitration 
gone in light of this soaring class 
of litigation. 
(Virginia Law Review, Vol. 58, No. 
6, September 1972. Order from Vir- 
ginia Law Review Association, Clark 
Memorial Hall, University of Virginia, 
Charlottesville 22901, $2.50.) 
Symposium 
“Administrative Law and the Environ- 
ment: National Fuels Policy.” Preface 
written by Walter J. Hickel and in- 
troduction by Ralph F. Fuchs. Several 
articles, plus Notes, including “The 
National Environmental Policy Act, 
the Freedom of Information Act and 
the Atomic Energy Commission: The 
Need for Environmental Information,” 
by Alice M. Craft, 
(Indiana Law Journal, Vol. 47, No. 4, 
Summer 1972. Indiana University 
School of Law, Bloomington, Ind. 
47401, $2.) 

ees 
“Busing and Racial Imbalance: Judi- 
cial Sword and Social Dragon,” by R. 
Loy Waldrop, Jr. Primarily concerned 
with the rationale behind court de- 
cisions and the selection of busing as 
the tool for the dismemberment of 
racially imbalanced schools. 
“The Tort Liability of Insane Persons 
for Negligence: A Critique,” by Wil- 
liam R. Casto. Discusses the defense 
of insanity with emphasis on U.S. 
tort law, although cases from other 
common Jaw jurisdictions occasionally 
are mentioned. 
(Tennessee Law Review, Vol. 39, No. 
4, Summer 1972. Order from Tennes- 
see Law Review Association, Inc., 
1505 W. Cumberland Ave., Knoxville, 
Tenn. 37916, $3.) 


Tenth Survey of Florida Law: 


“Criminal Law and Procedure,” by 
Thomas A. Willis and Albert G. Caru- 
ana. This survey is a continuation of 
previous articles on the topic of Flor- 
ida criminal law and procedure. 


“Workmen’s Compensation,” by Ed- 
ward Schroll. This tenth survey covers 
the legislative changes in the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act since 1970, 
and reported judicial decisions since 
publication of the last survey (1969). 
“Corporate Law and Securities Regu- 
lation,” by James E. Foster. Article 
covers legislation enacted during the 
1970 Legislative Session and the 1971 
regular and special sessions. 


The complete Tenth Survey of Florida 
Law, of which Part 2 is reviewed 
here, is available for $7.50. Individual 
parts may also be purchased. Part I, 
Conflict of Laws, Negotiable Instru- 
ments and Banking, Real Property, 
Torts, Evidence, and Trusts and Suc- 
cession, $2.50; Part II, $2.50, Part ITI, 
Civil Procedure and Family Law, 
$2.50. University of Miami Law Re- 
idl P. O. Box 8087, Coral Gables 
33124. 


“Florida Adoption and Interstate Suc- 
cession Laws: A Legal Paralogism,” 
by David T. Smith and Patricia C. 
Fawsett. Includes chart of Florida 
Adoption and Interstate Succession 
Rights. 
“Constitutionality of the Florida Fair 
Trade Act and Continuing Mvths of 
Resale Price Maintenance,” by Robert 
Hudson. Gives history and _back- 
d of Florida Fair Trade and 
iscusses legal conclusions as to the 
constitutionality of the act. 
(University of Florida Law Review, 
Vol. 24, No. 4, Summer 1972. College 
of Law, Holland Law Center, Uni- 
versity of Florida, Gainesville 32601, 
$2.50.) 


“The Legal Control of Population 
Growth and Distribution in a Quality 
Environment: The Land Use Alterna- 
tives,” by Richard D. Lamm and 
Steven A. G. Davison. The article is 
divided into four parts and discusses 
in detail local, intrastate, statewide, 
and federal] plans for land use. 
(Denver Law Journal, Vol, 49, No. 1, 
1972. Order from Business Editor, 
Denver Law Journal, 200 W. 14th 
Avenue, Denver, Colo. 80204, $3.) 
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JUSTICE UNDER 


Filing Fees And Access To Court 


The constitutional validity of re- 
quiring indigents to pay filing fees 
and service-of-process costs has 
been the subject of considerable 
litigation. The leading case in this 
area is Boddie v. Connecticut.’ In 
that case, the United States Su- 

reme Court held that in a bona 
de case of indigency, due process 
of law requires that prepayment of 
costs be waived to permit the filing 
of a divorce action in a state court. 

In Boddie, the named plaintiffs 
were recipients of state welfare, 
who attempted to file an action of 
divorce under Connecticut law 
without the prepayment of costs. 
The intel filing fee was $45, 
plus $15 for service of process by 
the sheriff. (Service of process 
would cost more for notice by pub- 
lication.) After the clerk of the 
court refused to accept the plain- 
tiffs complaint without the pre- 
payment of the statutory fee, the 
plaintiffs filed a class action in the 
Federal District Court for the Dis- 
trict of Connecticut seeking de- 
claratory and injunctive relief. A 
three-judge district court rejected 
their claims, and the U. S. Supreme 
Court reversed: 

Our. conclusion is that, given the basic 
position of the marriage relationship in 
this society’s hierarchy of values and the 
concomitant state monopolization of the 
means for legally dissolving this relation- 
ship, due process does prohibit the state 
from denying, solely because of inabili 
to pay, access to its courts to individu 
who seek judicial dissolution to their 
marriages.2 

The traditional justification for 
the requirement of filing and ser- 
vice-of-process fees is two-fold: 
(1) to discourage the filing of friv- 
olous litigation, and (2) to serve as 
a mechanism of resource allocation 
or cost recoupment.? Neither of 
these purported justifications will 
withstand analysis. The argument 
that a filing z deters frivolous 
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litigation is tenuous. Indeed, the 
requirement of a filing fee may 
have the opposite effect: It may 
deter the filing of meritorious cases 
where the amount in controversy is 
small or where the plaintiff is finan- 
cially unable to pay the fee. At 
best, a filing fee cannot guarantee 
that lawsuits will be meritorious, 
but merely that the plaintiff has 
sufficient means to pay the filing 
fee, whatever his motivation. 

The second justification is simi- 
larly flawed, since there is no ra- 
tional connection between the 
requisite filing fee and the actual 
costs to the judicial system of a 
particular case. A flat filing fee for 
all types of cases (or even one that 
varies slightly according to the na- 
ture of the case) necessarily fails 
to reflect the true consumption of 
judicial resources in a_ particular 
case. Thus the filing fee is the same 
whether the litigation is compli- 
cated and protracted or whether 
the judgment is procured by de- 
fault. The same objection applies 
to service-of-process costs paid to 
the sheriff where there is no charge 
for mileage or hours spent in serv- 
ing the papers. 

Despite these objections, the in- 
stitution of filing fees and service- 
of-process costs seems firmly im- 
bedded in the judicial system and 
probably beyond constitutional at- 
tack, except as applied to indigents. 
This is the approach taken by the 
Supreme Court in the Boddie case. 

The theoretical framework of 
Justice Harlan’s opinion in Boddie 
is the primacy of the “rule of law.” 
“It is to courts, or other quasijudi- 
cial official bodies, that we ulti- 
mately look for the implementation 
of a regularized, orderly process of 
dispute settlement.”* But “society 
has been so structured that resort 
to the courts is not usually the 
only available legitimate means of 


resolving private disputes. Indeed, 
private structuring of individual re- 
lationships and repair of their 
breach is largely encouraged in 
American life. . . .”5 

In other words, there is a dual 
system of dispute resolution; griev- 
ances may be settled institutionally 
or within the private sphere. In 
illustrating this distinction between 
private and institutional settlement 
of disputes, Justice Harlan offers 
this example: that individuals may 
freely enter into and rescind com- 
mercial contracts without resort to 
any official apparatus, whereas dis- 
solution of the marriage relation- 
ship—which the Court character- 
ized as involving interests of basic 
importance in our society—cannot 
be accomplished without the invo- 
cation of the state’s judicial 
machinery. 

In his concurring opinion, Mr. 
Justice Douglas rejects the funda- 
mental interest—due process theory 
of the majority—holding that the 
equal protection clause is the 
proper basis for decision: 

Our decisions for more than a decade 
now have made clear that differences in 
access to the instruments needed to 
vindicate legal rights, when based upon 
the financial situation of the defendant, 


are repugnant to the Constitution. Rob- 
erts v. LaVallee, 389 U.S. 40, 42. . . .6 


Similarly, Mr. Justice Brennan 
refuses to join with the majority 
insofar as the holding is made to 
depend upon the state’s monopoly 
over marriage and divorce. For him 
the issue is primarily one of equal 
justice: “A state may not make its 
judicial processes available to some 
but deny them to others simply 
because they cannot pay a fee.”7 


These notes are edited this month by 
Steven Wisotsky, Miami, on behalf of the 
Legal Aid and Indigent Defendant Com- 
mittee, Thomas W. McAliley, Jr., Miami, 
chairman. 
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EQUAL JUSTICE UNDER LAW —filing fees 


Courts are the essential dispute—settling 
institutions in our society. They are 
bound to do equal justice under law, 
to rich and poor alike. They fail to per- 
form their function in accordance with 
the equal protection clause if the 
shut their doors to indigent plaintiffs 
altogether.§ 


Access to Court 


The issue in Boddie v. Connecti- 
cut has been given a much broader 
interpretation than that of the Su- 
preme Court. The due process ra- 
tionale of the majority relies on a 
balancing test to weigh the social 
importance of the indigent’s claim 
(e.g., to a divorce) against the 
state’s asserted interest in its fee 
and cost requirements. Other 
courts have taken a far more 
radical approach, redefining the 
issue to consider the indigent’s 
right to get into court in the first 
instance without regard to whether 
his claim can be characterized as 
“fundamental.” In this view, what 
is fundamental is the indigent’s 
ability to have access to court, 
independent of the nature of his 
substantive claim for relief. 

A leading case is In Re Naron,°® 
in which the court ruled the federal 
bankruptcy filing fee unconstitu- 
tional: “Access to court is a funda- 
mental interest of citizenship, and 
the government's purely economic 
justification for bankruptcy filing 
fees is not a sufficiently compelling 
interest to make such fees a pre- 
condition of access to the courts.”1° 
To the same effect, also in the 
context of a federal court bank- 
ruptcy filing fee, is In Re Smith: 
What is at stake here is not simply bank- 
ruptcy but access to court. So viewed, 
the question presented takes on greater 
significance, at least for those of us who 
are trained in the Jaw and who regard 


the legal system as fundamental to our 
way of life.12 


Ironically, the strongest formula- 
tion of the access-to-court principle 
is made by Mr. Justice Black, who 
was the lone dissenter in Boddie v. 
Connecticut. Dissenting, on the 
ground of consistency, from the 
denial of certiorari in a subsequent 
access-to-court case, Mr. Justice 
Black stated: 


In my view the decision in Boddie v. 
Connecticut can safely rest on only one 
crucial foundation—that the civil courts 
of the United States and each of the 
states belong to the people of this coun- 
try and that no person can be denied 
access to those courts, either for a trial 
or in an appeal, because he cannot pay 
a fee, finance a bond, risk a penalty or 
afford to hire an attorney.13 


Rejecting the marriage-as-funda- 
mental-interest rationale, Mr. Jus- 
tice Black concludes that “Boddie 
cannot and should not be limited io 
either its facts or its language... . 
I can only conclude that almost 
every other kind of legally enforce- 
able right is also fundamental to 
our society.”14 


Florida Law 


The expansive view of Boddie v. 
Connecticut has not been fully es- 
tablished in Florida. At present, the 
right to proceed in forma pauperis 
in trial courts is guaranteed b 
Florida Statute 57.081(1). The 
statute provides for the waiver of 
the statutory fees of clerks and 
sheriffs for indigent plaintiffs in all 
proceedings filed in the county in 
which they reside. 

The county-of-residence clause is 
a substantial limitation on the right 
to proceed in forma pauperis. The 
district court of appeal and the 
Supreme Court are considered not 
to be courts within the county of 
residence within the meaning of 
Florida Statute 57.081(1). Thus, 
Florida Appellate Rules 2.1(b) (6) 
and 2.2(b) (6) require the pay- 
ment of a $25 filing fee for all ap- 
peals and for all cases originating 
in these courts, with certain minor 
exceptions. This should be com- 
pared with the emphatic and 
unequivocal language of Article 
I, Section 21 of the Florida 
Constitution: 


The courts shall be open to every person 
for redress of any injury, and justice 
shall be administered without sale, denial 
or delay. 


As a result of Boddie, indigent 
divorce plaintiffs are somewhat 
better off than indigent plaintiffs in 
general. The county-of-residence 
limitation has been waived in di- 
vorce cases by Florida Attorney 


General Opinion, No. 072-137, in- 
terpreting Boddie to require the 
waiver of filing and _service-of- 
process fees in a divorce case filed 
by an indigent, whether or not the 
petition is filed in the county of 
residence. In addition, the extra 
costs incurred where substituted 
service of process by publication is 
required is also borne at public 
expense.15 


As indicated above, it remains 
open to question whether indigent 
plaintiffs are entitled to the waiver 
of statutory fees in nondivorce suits 
filed outside the county of resi- 
dence and in appeals or original 
jurisdiction filings in the appellate 
courts. The answer to these ques- 
tions depends upon whether Bod- 
die v. Connecticut is to be limited 
to the fundamental-interest ratio- 
nale, or whether it is to be inter- 
preted more broadly as an access- 
to-court principle. Despite the 
theoretical differences between the 
majority opinion (due process) and 
the concurring opinion (equal pro- 
tection ), the logic and dynamics of 
Boddie and related cases seem to 
favor the gradual expansion of the 
right of indigents to have access to 
court without the payment of costs. 
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FOOTNOTES 


"28 L.Ed.2d 113 (1970). 

*Id, at 116-117. 

“See Boddie at 121. 

‘Id, at 117. 

"Id. 

*Id, at 122. 

"Id, at 125-26. 

"Id. at 125. 

"334 F.Supp. 1150 (D. Ore. 1971). 

“Id. at 1151. 

“323 F. Supp. 1082 (D. Colo. 1971). 

at 1087. 

“Meltzer v. G. Buck LeGraw & Co., 
91 Sup. Ct. 1624, 1625 (1971) (dissent- 
ing opinion). 

“Id. 

**See Gordon v. Dade County and the 
State of Florida, No. 69-10389 (Cir. Ct. 
April 1, 1971), construing Boddie v. 
Connecticut to require the county and 
the state to provide indigent plaintiffs the 
costs of publication in divorce proceed- 
ings where such substituted service is 
required. 
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The Need For Pre-Crisis Labor Relations Advice 


In the typical situation the at- 
torney who practices in the broad 
area of “labor relations” has his 
first contact with the business 
client after organized labor or one 
of the government agencies regu- 
lating employment are on the 
scene. It could be that a union is 
seeking to organize the business or 
the government is demanding in- 
ia of the client’s books, em- 
ployment records, or physical facil- 
ities. In any of these situations, the 
businessman has waited too late for 
his attorney to be of maximum 
benefit. 

This article is designed to illus- 
trate how “pre-crisis” or “preventa- 
tive” labor relations advice can 
save a business client a great deal 
of time and money. 

Unfortunately, the small-to-me- 
dium-size business has historically 
taken an “ostrich” attitude concern- 
ing employment problems. It is for 
the members of the bar to aid the 
clients in lifting their heads from 
the sand by demonstrating that no 
business is too small to come under 
attack. Further, the attorney must 
show the client the pitfalls of pro- 
crastination. To aid the lawyer in 
this effort, several illustrations of 
the disadvantages of the present 
system contrasted to what ata 
tative advice could bring follow. 

One of the most frequent situ- 
ations in which the lawyer is called 
is after the employer receives from 
the National Labor Relations 
Board (NLRB) a copy of a petition 
for an election filed by a labor 
union. 

To briefly describe the proce- 
dure, if a union wins the support 
of 30 percent of the work force it 
can ask the NLRB to conduct a 
secret ballot election. If a majority 
of the employees vote for the 
union, the NLRB “certifies” the 
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union as the employees’ exclusive 
representative for collective bar- 
gaining. The union can later be 
voted out, but as a practical matter, 
once the union wins it becomes a 
permanent fixture in the business. 
After a petition is filed, the em- 
ployer approximately two 
months to “campaign” to defeat 
the union. Legal advice during a 
campaign is required because the 
law prohibits certain types of cam- 
paign conduct.2 Additionally, the 
awyer should offer advice on the 
techniques for winning elections. 
In other words, not just what the 
employer can or cannot do, but 
what should be done. 

If the lawyer's first contact with 
the client is after the petition, the 
chances for ultimate victory are 
diminished. With this background, 
how could the lawyer be more 
effective if he had represented the 
client before the crisis? 


Important Service 


The most important pre-crisis 
service the lawyer would provide 
is to make the client aware of what 
causes employees to seek out or- 
ganized labor. It is this awareness 
that prevents such things as mak- 
ing promises that are later not 
kept or allowing a minor supervisor 
to shut off communications be- 
tween the employees and top man- 
agement, both being examples of 
major causes of unionization. 

With the awareness comes 
knowledge of how unions conduct 
an organizational drive, The em- 
ployer will know early warning 
signs of a union campaign. If the 
union effort is discovered early, 
many times the employer can legal- 
ly thwart the drive before the gov- 
ernment becomes a factor. 

Secondly, the lawyer educates 
the client on the rights the em- 


ployees have and of the govern- 
ment sanctions imposed for vio- 
lation of these rights.4 Many 
employers, unaware of employee 
protection, simply fire the “trouble- 
makers” at the first hint of union 
activity. This can, at the least, aid 
the union’s argument that employ- 
ees need the security offered by a 
collective bargaining contract. At 
worst, unlawful employer reactions 
can spur a government order to 
recognize and bargain with a union 
even without an election.5 

A final example of how the law- 
yer's advice is more beneficial be- 
fore the union has arrived concerns 
the client’s “supervisors.” Many 
businesses, never having had a 
union problem, do not know who is 
or who should be a “supervisor” for 
the purpose of the statute regulat- 
ing management/union  affairs.® 
That knowledge is essential, how- 
ever, as Congress has allowed an 
employer to demand undivided 
loyalty from “supervisors.”? If 
neither the client nor the individ- 
ual in question knows the legal 
status of the latter, the result can 
be disaster. Oftentimes it is a 
“borderline” supervisor who leads 
the union drive. Other times the 
employer is held accountable for 
violations of employee rights by 
such a person who is ultimately 
found to have been a “supervisor.” 


William E. Sizemore is associated 
with the firm of Shackleford, Farrior, 
Stallings & Evans, P.A.. Tampa. He 
is a member of the ABA Section and 
The Florida Bar Committee on Labor 
Relations Law. He received his. B.A. 
from Florida State University and his 
J.D. degree from Stetson College of 
Law. He authors the column this 
month on behalf of the Committee on 
Labor Relations Law, Leo P. Rock, 
Jr., chairman; John-Edward Alley, 
editor. 
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LABOR LAW REVIEW — the need for pre-crisis labor relations advice 


If the lawyer is consulted in ad- 
vance, the employer will know who 
he has a legal right to demand 
loyalty from during an organiza- 
tional effort and for whose actions 
he will be held accountable. Final- 
ly, the employer can then freely 
educate all of the supervisory per- 
sonnel on their responsibilities. 
Most lawyers agree that the first- 
line supervisors are chiefly respon- 
sible for election victory or defeat. 
Unless these persons know where 
they stand, the early warning sig- 
nals of a union campaign go un- 
heeded and union strength grows 
to the point that union victory is a 
near certainty.— 

Minimum Wages 


Another area of labor relations 
in which pre-crisis advice is impor- 
tant is the law governing minimum 
wages and overtime compensa- 
tion. Again, the lawyer has been 
consulted too late if the inspectgr 
for the Department of Labor has 
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already visited the employer's place 
of business. The most the lawyer 
can do then is either compromise 
the amounts the government finds 
the employer owes or defend ex- 
pensive litigation to prove the in- 
spector wrong—which is not often 
the case. 

A pre-crisis examination of Wage 
and Hour policies could help avoid 
violations without the employer 
having to increase the total labor 
costs. For instance, a common vio- 
lation is to pay an employee a 
straight salary but not the required 
time and one-half the hourly rate 
for all hours over 40.° Suppose the 
salary is $150 a week and the em- 
ployee works 44 hours one week. 
The inspector would correctly rule 
that the employer was required to 
pay $24 in overtime compensation 
in addition to the salary. The liabil- 
ity would exist even though the 
employer was paying more than 
the minimum wage of $1.60 an 
hour plus the minimum of $2.40 an 
hour for overtime hours.?° 

Another example which has 
needlessly cost employers under 
the Wage and Hour statute is the 
question of paying for time em- 
ployees seal in travel.1! If the 
employee goes straight from his 
house to where he will work for 
the day, such as a construction site, 
the employer need not pay for the 
time on the road. If, however, the 
employer requires the employee to 
check in at the office, the employer 
must pay for the time spent travel- 
ing from the office to the work 
even though no physical 

abor was performed at the office.?? 

Similar circumstances which seem 
to place the value of form over 
substance can be found in the 
Equal Pay Act, which prohibits 
discrimination in pay based on 
sex.18 The government allows pay- 
ment to be on a commission basis 
even if doing so has the effect of 
male salesclerks being paid more 
than female salesclerks.14 If, in- 
stead of paying a straight commis- 
sion, the employer simply adjusts 
salaries according to what the em- 
ployee brought into the business 
(the same purpose as the commis- 


sion), the burden of proof on the 
employer to justify a differential 
between males and females is near- 
ly impossible to carry.15 

Equal employment opportunity 
— is an area where legal 
advice before the government 
moves in is almost essential. This 
results mainly from a multitude of 
practices which the government 
prohibits but which the average 
employer may never consider to be 
unlawful. Examples range from 
government prohibition against 
pre-employment inquiries of arrest 
records to a government ruling that 
calling female employees “girls” 
constitutes discrimination on the 
basis of both sex and race.17 The 
importance of individ- 
ual violations of law of this area is 
emphasized by the fact that once 
the government moves in, it treats 
every case as a Class type of in- 
quiry and seeks to abolish and 
remedy all forms of unlawful dis- 
crimination rather than handle the 
specific charge which brought the 
government around,!§ 

Similar examples of why pre- 
crisis advice is preferable could be 
cited under any of the other stat- 
utes regulating employment. 


Informing Clients 


Based on this discussion, it 
should seem obvious that business- 
men should see a lawyer before 
rather than at the time of a crisis. 
How do you get this across to your 
client? 

It is submitted that if the busi- 
nessman knows the economics of 
legal advice, he too will prefer pre- 
crisis labor relations services. For 
example, it would take no more 
than a short conference for the 
lawyer to advise a client on how 
to insure that the persons the client 
considers to be part of manage- 
ment will be likewise viewed by 
the NLRB. If, however, he waits 
until the union campaign is in full 
gear, the lawyer may have to liti- 
gate the status of these individuals. 
The litigation, including prepara- 
tion, could turn hours into days. 
Equally demonstrative is the multi- 
plication of the number of annual 


THE FLORIDA BAR JOURNAL 


‘ 

i 
: 
a 

i 
= 2 

DETDICWAIT 

fe 

LID. 


employee hours times the amount 
a union would possibly secure for 
employees over what the client 
would otherwise provide. For in- 
stance, if a business has 50 em- 
ployees who each work 2,000 hours 
per year and the union was able 
to bargain for just a 10-cent-an- 
hour increase, then at the end of 
one year the employer will have 
sas $10,000 more in wages than 
e wanted. Needless to say, 10 
cents an hour is a conservative 
figure today and the total cost of 
unionization is not reflected in 
wages alone. 

Your clients rely on you for ad- 
vice on how to avoid problems. If 
your relationship with the client is 
good, he should be receptive to 
your suggestion that a review of his 
employment practice be held. 

Employment is now one of the 
“superregulated” relationships in 
our society. The businessman’s 
freedom of action is restricted 
by many laws, many _regula- 
tions, many administrative agencies. 
These laws all come under the 
heading of “social legislation” de- 
signed to cure society's ills. To be 
truly effective, the lawyer must 
have the opportunity to administer 
that ounce of prevention before the 
client receives that pound of the 
government's cure. 


FOOTNOTES 


29 U.S.C. § 159. 

*The NLRB requires “laboratory con- 
ditions” to insure employees a free choice 
in the election, General Shoe Corporation, 
77 NLRB 124 (1948). 

*A common misconception is that the 
union initiates organization. This occurs 
in some instances, but the bulk of cam- 
paigns begin with dissatisfied employees 
contacting the union. 

*29 U.S.C. § 157, 158. 

*Gissel Packing Company, 395 U.S. 
575 (1969) 

*29 U.S.C. § 152(11). 

*Chelsa Clock Company, 167 NLRB 
640 (1967) 

*29 U.S.C. § 201 et seq., known as the 
Fair Labor Standards Act. 

*29 U.S. § 207, the illustration as- 
sumes the employee does not meet the 
criterion for one of several exceptions 
from the overtime requirement found in 
the act. 

29 U.S.C. § 206. 

"29 U.S.C. § 251 et seq., known as 
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the Portal-to-Portal Act. 

**Department of Labor, Wage-Hour 
Division, Interpretative Bulletin § 785.35, 
785.38. 

*29 U.S.C. § 206(d) (1). 

“Department of Labor, Wage-Hour 
Division, Interpretative Bulletin § 800. 
116(e). 

**Hodgson v. City Stores, Inc., 332 
F.Supp.942 (D.C. Ala. 1971). 


*42 U.S.C. § 2000e et seq., known as 
Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
and amended by the Equal Employment 
Opportunity Act of 1972 (PL 92-261). 

“Gregory v. Litton ger Inc., 316 
F.Supp. 401 (D.C. Cal. 1970), EEOC 
Decision No. 72-0679, Dec. 1971, 4 FEP 
441. 

“Sanchez v. Standard Brands, Inc., 
431 F.2d 455 (C.A.5, 1970). 
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PROFESSIONAL ECONOMICS YOU 


Utilization of a Bookkeeping Machine in a Law Office 


The accounting and bookkeeping 
function in the law office is an im- 
rtant and complex staff responsi- 
ility. In that it is a staff function 
rather than a line function, it must 
be formed to support the day-to- 
day law practice and, as such, be 
relegated to the secondary position 
occupied by all staff functions. 
Nevertheless, the accounting and 
bookkeeping function must be 
someone's prime responsibility, re- 
ceive the required attention on a 
regular basis and be afforded the 
available labor-saving devices. 

Most of us have some knowledge 
of the power typewriters presently 
available. Although we probably 
were not practicing in the days of 
the scrivener, we are aware that 
typewriters have not always been 
electric and that all typewriters are 
not power typewriters. And with 
the ever present technological de- 
velopment in the typewriter area, 
we are slowly being exposed to the 
concept of automated typing on a 
mini-computer basis in the law 
office, which is replacing the pres- 
ent power typewriters. 

Not unlike the evolution of the 
typewriter, the accounting records 
in a law office originally were hand 
posted. Even today, the bookkeep- 
ing system in a small office can and 
does evolve from various work- 
sheets and papers that end up as 
a tax return. When the office recog- 
nizes the need for formalized jour- 
nals and a general ledger, initially 
these are manually prepared by the 
practitioner. Later, a peg board ac- 
counting system may be established 
for economy and efficiency. As the 
volume grows and the peg board 
system becomes unwieldly and time 
consuming, the office may progress 


to a bookkeeping machine and later 


James H. Carroll, Ft. Lauderdale, is 
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of the Committee on Economics of Law 
Practice, Joseph W. Bradham, Jr., chair- 
man. Carroll is a U of F law graduate 
and has practiced since 1966. 


undertake to place the bookkeeping 
function onto a computer. The 
evolution of the accounting and 
bookkeeping function from _ the 
manual to the peg board to the 
bookkeeping machine to the com- 
puter can be varied by intermin- 
gling the various progressive steps. 
Certain of the steps may be omit- 
ted. Although each of the various 
steps are rather systemized in to- 
day's market, each system is indi- 
vidual to its respective office. 

The bookkeeping machine, like 
today’s popular power typewriters, 
can be viewed as an investment of 
approximately $10,000. Its lifetime 
over which to apply this $10,000 in- 
vestment is not determined by any 
mechanical span or hours of usage 
but rather by the obsolescence 
factor as both determined by the 
technological advances and growth 
of the law office. 


The obvious advantages of the 
power typewriter can be equated 
to the bookkeeping machine. Like 
the power typewriter, the book- 
keeping machine can expedite and 
improve the work product at an 
expense which theoretically should 
be offset by a decrease in the labor 
cost. 

In today’s labor market, the good 
secretary and the good bookkeeper 
easily are an annual expense of 
$10,000 each. This includes the 
base salary and the basic fringe 
benefits and payroll expenses which 
statistics show are approximately 
30% of the employee’s base salary. 
If your office is on a 35-hour work 
week, the hourly cost for such 
secretary or bookkeeper is $6. As- 
suming the $10,000 investment in 
the bookkeeping machine is allo- 
cated over at least a five-year 
period or at a cost of $2,000 per 
year, the machine can be justified 
and even show a net profit for the 
firm as to total salary and over- 
head expense if it can replace 
seven hours of bookkeeping time 


per week. Needless to say, if the 
size of your firm would not justify 
such a timesavings, the expense of 
the bookkeeping machine is not 
justified unless the printed work 
pea obtained from the book- 
eeping machine will have an in- 
tangible value for your office. The 
intangible value of the work prod- 
uct from a bookkeeping machine 
should not be underestimated. Al- 
though it is improbable that there 
will be any sizable amount of the 
work product delivered to the 
clients, nevertheless if some of the 
work product is available for trans- 
mission to the clients on selected 
occasions and expedites the in- 
ternal functions of the law office 
by improving readability, the in- 
tangible value may easily exceed 
the strict cost accounting savings 
discussed above. 

Assuming that there is the oppor- 
tunity to justify the utilization of a 
machine in your office, you must 
review these possible applications 
of the machine: 

. Client advances 

. Payroll records 

. General Ledger 

. Attorney Time Keeping 

. Cash Receipts 

. Trust and Estate Accounting 
. Trust Account 


Peg Board System 


In that not all offices will have 
yet been exposed to the timesav- 
ings of the manual peg board sys- 
tem, the advantages of a peg board 
system are primarily the avoidance 
of duplicate posting in several of 
the bookkeeping functions. The 
peg board system seeks by the use 
of copy paper to avoid having the 
bookkeeper post identical entries in 
two places, but rather to effect 
such duplicate postings by carbon 
paper or the equivalent. As the 
volume of postings increases, the 
cost savings from the peg board in- 
crease simply by reducing the 
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labor cost of the bookkeeping func- 
tion. For those practitioners who 
have not used a peg board system 
but are using a dotogne voucher 
check for their trust account, the 
three-part voucher check is an ex- 
ample of the timesavings to be 
effected when duplicate entries can 
be performed simultaneously by 
the use of carbon paper. 

The bookkeeping machine has all 
of the advantages of the peg board 
system. In addition, the bookkeep- 
ing machine has a series of — 
machine registers within it whic 
accumulate totals during the post- 
ing operation and avoid the adding 
machine steps necessary after a peg 
board series of posting is com- 
pleted. The bookkeeping machine 
also offers a much more legible 
work product, a work product that, 
as discussed above, may in some 
instances be forwarded to a client. 
The handwritten work product 
from the peg board system can 
seldom if ever be utilized for trans- 
mission to the client and of course 
is not as easy to read. Finally, the 
bookkeeping machine operator is 
capable of a much faster posting 
operation than the manual postings 
effected by the bookkeeper using 
peg board system, 

The practitioner considering a 
bookkeeping machine can use es- 
tablished procedures already adapt- 
ed to law offices by the various 
bookkeeping machine manufactur- 
ers, If the representative of the 
bookkeeping machine manufactur- 
er has x raphe established systems 
in law offices, he will readily recog- 
nize the various applications of 
your office and suggest the systems 
he has already installed. This will 
avoid delays in de-bugging the pro- 
gram bars on the bookkeeping ma- 
chine and also save on printing 
expenses by using existing statio- 
nery supplies. Later, as the system 
is running smoothly, certain adjust- 
ments can be undertaken in order 
to reflect individual requirements 
of that particular office. 

Like any other bookkeeping sys- 
tem, the bookkeeping machine has 
a capability of assimilating vast 
amounts of data, The simple as- 
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similation of the data, of course, can 
prove futile to the total, long-range 
goal of financial reporting if the 
data assimilated is not properly uti- 
lized. As discussed above, the book- 
keeping machine can expedite the 
assimilation of the data but since 
the bookkeeping machine only ac- 
complishes a mechanical function, 
the data assimilated by it must be 
processed for financial reporting. 
This supplemental function must be 
independently organized after the 
bookkeeping machine data has 
been fully posted. Since the book- 
keeping machine has no memory 
and no capability for data retrieval 
as in a computer, the financial re- 
ports to be delivered to the practi- 
tioner by the bookkeeper must be 
manually prepared. It is this vital 
final step from record keeping to 
financial reporting that must not be 
overlooked in order to complete the 
accounting cycle and it is a disad- 
vantage of the bookkeeping ma- 
chine that the financial reporting 
cannot be done automatically as in 
a computer. 


For the growing office, a rule of 
thumb is that when the bookkeep- 
ing machine is operating and func- 
tional during most of the working 
hours, it may have become obsolete 
for that particular office and it 
must be either supplemented or 
discarded in favor of a computer 
operation. Prior to discarding 
the bookkeeping machine, consider 
adapting the bookkeeping machine 
to prepare certain input for a com- 
puter operation. The mechanical 
aspects of the bookkeeping ma- 
chine in the posting function be- 
come also the key punch operation 
to accumulate data for a computer. 
It is not within the scope of this 
article to analyze this next step 
after the bookkeeping machine. 
Suffice it to say that the progressive 
office should not look upon the 
bookkeeping machine as a mechan- 
ical marvel which will answer all 
the problems of data accumulation 
and financial reporting. It has its 
limitations along with its advan- 
tages and is a management tool 
that should receive due consider- 
ation by the growing law office. [] 
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TAX LAW 


4 


Collapsible Corporations—Looking At Things From The Taxpayer's Point Of "View" 


Section 341! defines a “collapsi- 
ble” corporation as being one that 
is “formed or availed of” by its 
shareholders principally to manu- 
facture, construct, or produce prop- 
erty (or to purchase one or more of 
certain inventory-type properties ) 
with a “view” by the shareholders 
to the disposal of their stock in the 
corporation (in a transaction pro- 
ducing recognition of gain to the 
shareholder) before it realizes “a 
substantial part of the taxable in- 
come to be derived from such 
property.”2 If a corporation is “col- 
lapsible,” then the gain recognized 
by the shareholders will, in general, 
be taxed at ordinary income rates 
to the extent that such gain would 
otherwise have qualified for more 
favorable long term capital gain 
treatment.* 

A corporation will be “collapsi- 
ble” only if its shareholders have 
a “view” to “collapse” at a time 
when the corporation was “formed 
or availed of.” Treas. Reg. 1.341- 
2(a) (3) specifies, in pertinent 
part, that if the requisite “view” 
does not occur until after the 
manufacture, construction, produc- 
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tion, or purchase of property has 
been completed, the corporation 
will not be “collapsible.”* The regu- 
lation has been supported by some 
courts,5 and questioned by others.® 
However, in two recent cases,” the 
United States Tax Court has upheld 
the regulation over objections evi- 
dently raised by the Internal Reve- 
nue Service (the “Service” ). 


Analysis of Kellner 


In Louis Kellner, the taxpayers, 
Kellner and Dubin, were partners 
in a real estate venture. Together 
they formed a corporation, Tyton, 
which then acquired a tract of 
land. The corporation, through 
Kellner and Dubin, planned to sub- 
divide the tract into 69 individual 
lots, build two-family houses on it, 
and sell the lots individually. Fol- 
lowing a plan they had followed in 
previous joint ventures, they con- 
structed a small number of houses 
which they attempted to sell. De- 
spite a vigorous advertising cam- 
paign, they were initially unsuc- 
cessful in this endeavor, so that by 
September 1961, they had only one 
house under contract for sale. 

During the construction period, 
the tract was rezoned so _ that 
larger, high-rise buildings could be 
erected thereon. The new zoning 
regulation was to take effect in 
December 1961, but Kellner and 
Dubin evidently knew (or had 
reason to know) about the zoning 
change as early as December 1960. 
The rezoning resulted in a sub- 
stantial appreciation of the value 
of the undeveloped portion of the 
tract. 

In October 1961, Kellner and 
Dubin were approached by an un- 
related broker concerning a possi- 
ble purchase of the undeveloped 


land. Shortly thereafter the corpo- 
ration was liquidated, and, as a 
result, Kellner and Dubin each re- 
ceived assets with a total value far 
in excess of their respective stock 
bases in Tyton. In November 1961, 
Kellner and Dubin granted a client 
of the unrelated broker an option 
to — the undeveloped land, 
and, pursuant to such option, the 
land was sold in May 1962. 

The Service claimed that Tyton 
was a “collapsible” corporation, 
and that as a result, the gains 
realized by Kellner and Dubin 
were taxable at ordinary income 
rates. Although not stated in the 
opinion of the court, it is reason- 
able to assume that the Service 
raised at least the following argu- 
ments which would have allowed 
them to prevail within the express 
language of the statutory provi- 
sions, as well as Treas. Reg. 1.341- 
2(a) (3): 

1. The requisite “view” to “col- 
lapse” occurred prior to the com- 
pletion of the construction on the 
property; 

2. If the “view” did not take 
place until construction was com- 
pleted, prior to its completion the 
shareholders could have “reason- 
ably anticipated” the circumstances 
leading to the liquidation. 

In its decision, the court was 
able to avoid the impact of both 
contentions. It divided the Tyton 
tract into two separate portions— 
the developed land and the unde- 
veloped land.® The court reasoned 
that any “view” to “collapse” within 
the meaning of §341 could only 
have occurred with regard to the 
undevoloped portion, since all the 
gain upon liquidation was thus at- 
tributable to that portion.1° As 
there had been no construction on 
the undeveloped portion, the court 
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concluded that there had been no 
“view” to “collapse” within the 
literal meaning of the statute, 
stating as follows: 


Further, even if we assume that the pro- 
scribed “view” was present during con- 
struction of the eight houses, this is not 
enough, The reason for the “view” was 
not attributable to the property being 
constructed, but rather to the unim- 
proved property upon which no construc- 
tion had taken ae Consequently, we 
must conclude | ory on the facts of the 
instant case, §341 does not apply.11 


In reaching this conclusion, the 

court was compelled to consider 
Treas. Reg. 1.341-2(a) (3). At 
least one court had stated, in dicta, 
that the regulation is excessively 
restrictive, and that the statutory 
language is literally satisfied if the 
corporation is “availed of” at any 
time during its corporate life.1* In 
Kellner, the Service evidently 
argued that this interpretation was 
correct, and that it determined the 
“collapsibility” of Tyton. However, 
the Tax Court refused to sustain 
this argument. In upholding the 
correctness of the regulation, the 
court stated: 
It must be remembered that §341 was 
added to the Internal Revenue Code 
upon the recommendation to close what 
was thought to be a “loophole” in the 
existing law. It would hardly be re od 
for this court to extend the applicability 
of such provision beyond that contem- 
plated by its proponents. Further, if the 
application of §341 were intended to be 
“automatic,” that is, to flow necessarily 
from the act of the corporation in making 
a distribution of property to its share- 
holders to avoid the tax on a proposed 
sale, Congress could have so provided in 
simple terms. We must assume, there- 
fore, that for the tax to apply, the pro- 
scribed “view” must have existed either 
at the time that the property was pur- 
chased (in the case of a purchase) or at 
the time that the property was con- 
structed, etc., if the gain realized was 
attributable to such activity.13 


Analysis of F.T.S. Associates 


In F.T.S. Associates, Inc.,14 the 
court reaffirmed its holding in 
Kellner. The shareholders formed a 
corporation (“FTS”) to develo 
and sell a disposable tooth brus 
(“Tush”). The principal assets of 
FTS were two patents, noes 
the rights to manufacture and sel 
“Tush.” 
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In the spring of 1965, FTS at- 
tempted to market “Tush.” Al- 
though considerable efforts were 
made in attempting to promote and 
sell the product, the business was 
apparently a failure. By July 1965, 
the corporation was insolvent and 
had ceased its business operations. 

Shortly thereafter, the principal 
shareholders of FTS were able to 
demonstrate that their failure to 
make a success Gf “Tush” was in no 
way due to their lack of sales 
ability. Somehow they were able to 
convince a third party to purchase 
the assets of FTS (consisting pri- 
marily of the two patents) at a 
price far in excess of their cost.15 
The sale was made by the corpora- 
tion in October 1965 pursuant to a 
plan of liquidation. 

The shareholders contended that 
the sale was within the scope of 
Section 337. On the other aie 
the Service argued that FTS could 
not avail itself of the nonrecogni- 
tion provisions of Section 337, be- 
cause, at the time of the sale, FTS 
was a “collapsible” corporation.1¢ 
In insisting that FTS was “collapsi- 
ble,” the Service apparently con- 
tended that the corporation was 
“availed of” with a “view” to “col- 
lapse,” either while the manufac- 
turing and production of “Tush” 
was continuing, and/or sometime 
during its corporate life. 

The Tax Court quickly disposed 
of both arguments, As to the for- 
mer, the court stated that any gain 
resulting from the sale of assets by 
FTS was wholly attributable to the 
patent that provided the right to 
market the property. Consequently, 
it was the Tax Court’s conclusion 
that if FTS was “collapsible,” this 
could only be due to its purchase 
of the patent right.17 Further, such 
purchase was conceded by the Ser- 
vice not to have been made with 


the requisite “view.” As to the 
latter argument, the court again 
affirmed its acceptance of Treas. 
Reg. 1.341-2(a) (3), and held that, 
within the language of the regula- 
tion, FTS was not “collapsible,” 
and could avail itself of Section 
337.18 


In retrospect, the court’s affirma- 
tion of the language in Treas. Reg. 
1.341-2(a) (3) makes eminent 
sense, If a corporation could be 
“availed of” with a “view to col- 
lapse” at any time during its 
existence, then “collapsible” corpo- 
rations would be the rule, rather 
than the exception. Any corpora- 
tion, regardless of size, engaged in 
any of the many activities specified 
in Section 341(b) (1) could be 
subject to “collapsibility” provisions 
upon disposition of stock in the 
corporation prior to the realization 
of a“substantial part” of its poten- 
tial income.!® The statute, as thus 
interpreted, would go far beyond 
the scope of Congressional in- 
tent.2° Moreover, the regulation 
includes a “reasonable man” stan- 
dard for determining the “collapsi- 
bility” of a corporation under such 
circumstances. The regulation pro- 
vides that if any “circumstances 
which reasonably could be antici- 
pated at the time of such manufac- 
ture, construction, production, or 
purchase” causes a stock disposi- 
tion, the corporation will be 
“collapsible.”*1 


Different Types of Tax Court 
Opinions 

It is somewhat enigmatic that 
Kellner was released as a Memo- 
randum opinion, while FTS was 
published as a Regular Opinion 
“reviewed by the court.” In general, 
the policy of the Tax Court is to 
publish opinions that do not create 
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precedent, as well as those that 
involve solely factual determina- 
tions, as Memorandum Opinions. 
Its more important opinions, and 
those that involve determinations 
of law, are published as Regular 
Opinions.2? Further, opinions that 
are felt to contain issues unique 
and important in law are reviewed 
by all 16 judges. These latter opin- 
ions, issued as Regular Opinions, 
are stated to have been “review- 
ed by the court.” 

An issue that has long puzzled 
legal scholars is the distinction be- 
tween questions of law as opposed 
to those of fact. To the knowledge 
of this author, the Tax Court is the 
only court of law in this country 
that has ever attempted to make 
such distinctions in the official pro- 
mulgation of its opinions. The logic 
supporting this partitioning, as well 
as the need, appears, at best, dubi- 
ous.23 In any event, the Kellner- 
FTS dichotomy—where the two 
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cases focused on a virtually identi- 
cal issue—is a clear demonstration 
that the Tax Court has been no 
more successful than anyone else 
in separating law from fact.?+4 


FOOTNOTES 


*All section references in text are to 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as 
amended. 

*§341(b) (1), LR.C. 

*§341(a), LR.C. This rule is subject 
to certain limited exceptions not herein 
relevant. 


‘The full text of Treas. Reg. 1.341- 
2(a) (3) is as follows: 

“A corporation is formed or availed 
of with a view to the action described 
in §341(b) if the requisite view existed 
at any time during the manufacture, pro- 
duction, construction, or purchase refer- 
red to in that section. Thus, if the sale, 
exchange, or distribution is attributable 
solely to circumstances which arose after 
the manufacture, construction, produc- 
tion, or purchase (other than circum- 
stances which reasonably could be antic- 
ipated at the time of such manufacture, 
construction, production, or purchase ), 
the corporation shall, in the absence of 
compel ing facts to the contrary, be 
considered not to have been so formed 
or availed of. However, if the sale, 
exchange or distribution is attributable 
to circumstances present at the time of 
the manufacture, construction, produc- 
tion, or purchase, the corporation shall, 
in the absence of compelling facts to the 
contrary, be considered to have been so 
formed or availed of.” 

‘Jacobson v. Commissioner, 281 F. 2d 
703 (C.A. 3, 1960); Payne v. Commis- 
sioner, 268 F. 2d 617 (C.A. 5, 1959); 
Weil v. Commissioner, 28 T.C. 809, aff'd 
252 F. 2d 805 (C.A. 2, 1958). 


“Glickman v. Commissioner, 256 F. 
2d 108 (C.A. 2, 1958); Burge v. Com- 
missioner, 253 F. 2d 765 (C.A. 4, 1958); 
Rose Sidney, 30 T.C. 1155 (1958). 

"Louis Kellner, T.C. Memo 1971-293 
(11/17/71), and F.T.S. Associates, Inc., 
58 T.C. No. 18 (5/5/72). 


“Supra, note 7. 


“It can reasonably be suggested that 
the court should not have adopted such 
a course of action. As Tyton was admit- 
ted'y in the business of building and 
selling houses on its property, the entire 
tract could have been considered to be 
one “integrated unit.” Cf. Treas. Reg. 
1,341-4. If the court had determined that 
Tyton was an “integrated unit,” it is 
conceivable that it could have reached 
a different decision. 


“The court obviously perused closely 
the literal language of §341(b) (1) (B), 
which makes it clear that the gain re- 


sulting to the stockholders must have 
been “attributable to such property (em- 
phasis added ).” 

“Kellner, supra. (71,293 P.H. Memo 
TC at 71-1309. 

“Burge v. Commissioner, supra. See 
also Rose Sidney, supra, note 6. 

“Kellner, supra. (71,293 P.H. Memo 
TC at 71-1308. 

“Supra, note 7. 

“The buyer proved his lack of busi- 
ness acumen shortly thereafter. The facts 
indicate that within two weeks of the 
purchase, he abandoned the project. 

“In general, Section 337 allows a cor- 
poration, pursuant to a plan of liquida- 
tion, to distribute all of its assets within 
a 12-month period without recognition of 
gain, thus allowing the gain to “siphon 
down” to the liquidating shareholders at 
capital gain rates. However, with limited 
exceptions not relevant herein, a “col- 
lapsible” corporation may not avail itself 
of Section 337. Treas. Reg. 1.337-1; 
Sproul Realty Co., 38 T.C. 844 (1962). 

"See footnote 9, supra. 

“Indeed, although the court did not 
mention Kellner by name (see, infra. 
footnote 22, it did quote, verbatim, the 
paragraph in Kellner (quoted supra in 
the text of this Note) in stating its rea- 
sons for upholding the correctness of the 
regulation. 


**For purposes of Section 341(b) (1), 
the “substantial” income realization re- 
quirement is met if one-third of the 
corporation’s potential income has been 
earned at the time of the stock disposi- 
tion. Rev. Rul. 72-48, 1972-6 I.R.B. 12. 
See also Kelley v. Commissioner, 293 F. 
2d 904 (C.A. 5, 1961). 


**For the intent of Congress in enact- 
ing Section 341, see generally, S. Rept. 
No. 2375, 8lst Cong., 2d Sess. (1950), 
1950-2 C.B. 449. See also Bittker & Eus- 
tice, Federal Income Taxation of Corpo- 
rations and Shareholders, (3rd Ed. 1971), 
at Par. 12.01. 


"Treas. Reg. 1.341-2(a) (3). 


See, e.g., Gerald D. Babbitt and 
William Morris, “An Introduction to the 
Tax Court of the United States,” 21 Tax 
Lawyer 615, 632 (Spring, 1968). 

*“It is interesting to note, however, 
that as a general matter, Memorandum 
Opinions are not considered precedent 
worthy of citation in the Tax Court. In 
addition, Memorandum Opinions, unlike 
Regular Opinions, are not published in 
“official” bound volumes of the Tax 
Court. 


**In Footnote 9 of the Kellner opinion, 
the Tax Court stated: “This court reached 
a similar result in Matthew Temkin, 35 
T.C. 906 (1961) and Charles J. Riley, 
35 T.C. 848 (1961).” Thus, it might be 
argued that Kellner was merely a re- 
affirmation of Temkin and Riley. How- 
ever, a Close reading of the latter two 
cases clearly reveals that such is not 
the case. 
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Case No. 42,155, Eugene Tannen- 
baum, Petitioner, v. State of Flor- 
ida, ex rel., Richard E. Gerstein, 
etc., Respondent. The Dade Coun- 
ty Circuit Court ordered Tannen- 
baum disbarred and found that in 
September 1969 he, acting as presi- 
dent of Dominion Properties Cor- 
poration, had arranged for the 
issuance of a first mortgage ($375,- 
000) to Lola Faruolo as security 
for her sale of property to Domin- 
ion for $425,000. Two or three 
months later he arranged a $65,000 
loan to Dominion from a Miami 
bank and secured it with a pur- 
ported first mortgage on the same 
property he had used to secure the 
earlier transaction. He then pre- 
sented to the bank a partial release 
allegedly signed by Faruolo, Faru- 
olo denied signing the release and 
it was ascertained that Tannen- 
baum had converted the $65,000 
to his own use and not to the use 
of Dominion. 

In March 1971 a county judge 
removed Tannenbaum as an execu- 
tor to an estate and directed him 
to account for the assets. He failed 
to comply with the order until after 
being threatened with contempt a 
month later. 

The parties stipulated Tannen- 
baum’s suspension effective No- 
vember 23, 1971, pending final ac- 
tion by the Florida Supreme Court. 
Nevertheless, Tannenbaum, while 
employed by a law firm, continued 
to engage in the practice of law 
by preparing legal documents and 
advising the executives of the firm’s 
corporate clients. 

Additionally, Tannenbaum was 
sued by a client for the return of 
$8,750 of the client’s money he 
held in escrow. The suit was dis- 
missed only after Tannenbaum re- 
paid the money. Tannenbaum had 
been suspended in 1970 

or 60 days because of his knowing 
delivery of a spurious document. 

Tannenbaum appealed, saying 
he hadn't since his 
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duties did not take him before the 
public or into a courtroom. He also 
argued that disbarment was too 
severe for a lawyer who was en- 
deavoring to make full restitution, 
admitted his misconduct, and pre- 
sented an attitude of repentance 
and gave evidence of rehabilita- 
tion. The court denied his ap- 
peal and affirmed the order of 
disbarment. 


Case No. 42,306, The Florida Bar, 
Petitioner, v. Jack A. Agnew, Jr., 
Respondent. Jack A. Agnew, Jr., 
has been suspended from the prac- 
tice of law in Florida by operation 
of Rule 11.07(3) of the Integration 
Rule of The Florida Bar. Agnew 
pled guilty in the U. S. District 
Court for the Southern District of 
Florida to five counts of an indict- 
ment charging him and a number 
of others with participating in a 
mail fraud scheme. Under the In- 
tegration Rule Agnew’s failure to 
file a petition within 11 days after 
the filing of a copy of the judgment 
of his conviction with the Florida 
Supreme Court resulted in auto- 
matic supsension, which was effec- 
tive as of May 14, 1972. The sus- 
pension was reported in the 
Supreme Court’s Order of Novem- 
ber 8, 1972. 


The Florida Bar v, George T. 
Kelly III, Case No. 42,212. On No- 
vember 15, 1972, the Supreme 
Court of Florida in a per curiam 
opinion disbarred George T. Kelly 
III. The court affirmed a referee's 
finding that Kelly had received a 
fee of $500 in a criminal case and 
then failed to either act as counsel 
or return the fee. Also upheld was 
another referee finding that Kelly 
endorsed a check for $4,578.08 
without the consent of the payee 
and then converted the funds to 
his own use. The referee further 
found that after criminal proceed- 
ings had been instituted Kelly is- 
sued a $4,578.08 check to the 


payee which was not honored 
when presented to the bank for 
yment, 

Kelly, who apparently had aban- 
doned the practice of law and left 
the State of Florida, did not appear 
in the proceedings. The court noted 
he had been served with a copy of 
the original complaint and had ac- 
tual notice of the pendency of the 
disciplinary proceedings. 


The Florida Bar, Petitioner v. 
Edmund Carl Major, Respondent, 
Case No. 42,448, Norman A. Faulk- 
ner for The Florida Bar. Petition 
to suspend by The Florida Bar be- 
cause the respondent was commit- 
ted to the Department of Mental 
Health, State of Michigan, for 
treatment of insanity in an appro- 
priate hospital of the State of 
Michigan, pursuant to an order of 
committal entered on April 21, 
1972, by Circuit Judge Stuart Hof- 
fius of the Seventh Judicial Circuit, 
County of Kent, Michigan. Petition 
was granted on November 29, 1972, 
and respondent was suspended 
from the practice of law because 
he has been committed for treat- 
ment of insanity, subject to any 
right respondent might have under 
due process and with the right to 
apply for reinstatement at the 
proper time and upon proper 


showing. 


In re Stanley S. Stein, Petition 
for Reinstatement, Case No. 42,210. 
Norman A. Faulkner for The Flor- 
ida Bar, Joseph Pardo for peti- 
tioner. Petitioner was suspended 
from the practice of law by judg- 
ment of Supreme Court Febru 
28, 1964, State ex. rel. The Florida 
Bar V. Stein, 161 So.2d 209 (Fla. 
1964). Petition for reinstatement 
was supported by the referee and 
the Board of Governors of The 
Florida Bar, Petition was granted 
on November 9, 1972, with cost of 
proceedings being charged against 
petitioner. 
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CORPORATION, BANKING BUSINESS 


Evolution of Florida Securities Law 


Because of the need to more 
meaningfully protect public inves- 
tors in the securities marketplace 
(while balancing this beneficial so- 
cial policy with sound business 
practices), there has been a con- 
tinuing evolution of jurisdictional 
concepts under both the federal 
and state securities laws. As Florida 
has grown economically, and with 
the unfortunate but predictable rise 
in violations by unconscionable per- 
sons, its courts have become con- 
fronted with more securities cases 
presenting provocative and novel 
issues. 

The question of when a “secu- 
rity” is offered has caused contro- 
versy through the years. The 
Florida statute! (like the Federal 
statute?) defines a “security” by a 
generalized description of various 
types of instruments generally con- 
stituting securities and contains 
several catchall clauses to encom- 
pass offers which are commonly 
recognized or which should, in 
light of the underlying legislative 
purposes, be construed as offers of 
securities. 

Unfortunately, a 1946 U. S. Su- 
preme Court decision inadvertently 
clouded sound judicial analysis be- 
cause of the subsequent emphasis 
placed upon the Court's declaration 
that an “investment contract” 
(which is only one species of a 
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of South Florida (B.A.), Case-Western 
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University of Virginia Law School 
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ney for the U. S. Securities and Ex- 
change Commission and has written 
and lectured extensively on securities 


regulation. He wrote this column on 
behalf of the Corporation, Banking 
and Business Law Section of the 
Florida Bar, Angus J. Campbell, edi- 
tor, Howard P. Ross, chairman. 


security ) meant a contract, transac- 
tion or scheme whereby a person 
invested his money in a common 
enterprise and was led to expect 
profits solely from the efforts of the 
promoter or third party.* Literal 
application of the supposed “de- 
pendence” requirement impeded 
sound of the securities 
laws and created a jurisdictional 
loophole enabling unscrupulous 
persons to take advantage of it. 


Thus, a number of state courts 
ruled that a security was not offer- 
ed where there was participation 
by the investor, Temporarily sty- 
mied by stare decisis, many of these 
courts have increasingly focused 
upon the kind of quality of partici- 
pation required to negate a security 
because of their growing awareness 
that a ritualistic approach was not 
fulfilling the purposes un- 
derlying the securities laws. The 
strict interpretations probably in- 
fluenced the rapid evolution of 
franchises wherein the legal docu- 
ments were designed to reflect, on 
paper at least, participation by the 
franchisee so that the franchises 
could operate outside the scope of 
such laws. Such an approach was 
utilized by many reputable fran- 
chisors ‘although the loophole was 
also abused by less reputable 
persons. 

Other attempts to avoid the re- 
strictions of the securities laws oc- 
curred in connection with so-called 
distributorships or multi-level par- 
ticipations. In the case of both 
franchises and distributorships, 
there were few direct state or fed- 
eral controls until recently. Even 
now such direct controls are mini- 
mal and often poorly and chaoti- 
cally enforced by undermanned 
and underfinanced staffs.4 These 
halfway responses to serious social 
and economic problems left a void 


wherein the unconscionable, whose 
success depends upon speed and 
deception, found a garden of sweet 
pickings. 

Ironically, over a decade ago, 
Judge Roger Traynor of the Cali- 
fornia Supreme Court grappled 
with the issue of what constitutes a 
security and wrote a landmark de- 
cision now recognized as the “risk 
capital” case.5 The defendants 
therein sold “charter memberships” 
in a country club and used the 
proceeds to develop the club and 
its facilities. The state claimed se- 
curities had been sold; the de- 
fendants claimed that the member- 
ships were not investments but 
were only for the members’ 
enjoyment. 

The court considered the ques- 
tion of whether the offer of such a 
membership came within the regu- 
latory purposes of the California 
securities laws to “protect the pub- 
lic against spurious schemes, how- 
ever ingeniously designed, to at- 
tract risk capital.” The court 
looked beyond the form-label 
(membership) to economic reality 
and, after analyzing the facts, con- 
cluded that the defendants had 
solicited risk capital to develop a 
business and that a security was 
thus being offered. 

The California decision implied 
that the subjection of a person's as- 
sets or money to the risks of a busi- 
ness enterprise (whether for profit 
or otherwise) over which he exer- 
cises no meaningful control con- 
stitutes the economic reality of a 
“security.” This approach has sub- 
sequently been adopted substan- 
tially by a growing number of state 
courts to better protect investors 


from abusive business promotions.7 

In 1969, the Second District 
Court of Appeal of Florida render- 
ed an admirable decision in Florida 
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Discount Centers® case which set 
the stage for Florida courts to come 
to grips with the “risk capital” ra- 
tionale. In that case, investors pur- 
chased merchandise and became 
“founders” eligible to earn commis- 
sions for additional founders they 
persuaded to buy such merchan- 
dise. When 3,000 founders had 
joined, a discount store was to be 
created using primarily the funds 
from the founders, who would then 
supply the names of 100 families 
each to the discount store and 
would earn commissions on sales to 
the families. 

The defendant promoters argued 
they had not offered securities be- 
cause the “founders” (investors ) 
participated in the enterprise, thus 
negating the existence of a security. 
The court, Judge Mann presiding, 
pointed out that in the —— 
Florida securities case, McElfres 
v. State,® the Florida Supreme 
Court stated that key factors deter- 
mining when a security exists are 
the purpose to “reap a profit” and 
that the profits are to be “gauged 
by the efforts of the person oe 
the offer.”19 Judge Mann acknow!l- 
edged the Howey'' case and as- 
tutely noted there was no sugges- 
tion under the Florida securities 
laws!2 that efforts producing prof- 
its had to be limited to others 
than the investors. He looked to 
the legislative purpose underlying 
the Florida securities laws to 
meaningfully protect the public 
against fraud involving securities, 
whatever ingenious or complex 
form they might take. Noting that 
the enterprise in question was “in- 
genious, but clearly directed to- 
ward the possibility of gains,”' 
the court concluded that the enter- 
prise encompassed the offering of 
securities under Florida law under 
the determinative policy rationale 
set forth in Howey that the “statu- 
tory policy of affording broad pro- 
tection to investors is not to be 
thwarted by unrealistic and_ir- 
relevant formulae.”!4 

The Florida Discount Centers 
decision prepared the way for a 
more explicit acknowledgment of 
the “risk capital” analysis. That mo- 
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ment came in Frye v. Taylor,)5 
wherein the defendant-investor 
counterclaimed to recover $2,000 
he had paid for a supervisorship in 
an enterprise on the basis that a 
“security” had been offered to him 
in violation of the provisions of the 
Florida securities law. There was 
no dispute that the defendant-in- 
vestor actively participated in the 
franchising scheme embodying 
multi-level _recruitments and the 
payment of finders’ fees when he 
persuaded new individuals to join 
the organization. 

Citing the Florida Discount Cen- 
ters case, supra,1® Judge Gerald 
Mager of the Fourth District Cou-t 
of Appeal concluded that the poli- 
cies underlying the Florida securi- 
ties laws “can and should be given 
meaning and purpose by a judicial 
finding that the type of financial ac- 
tivity involved in the case . . . is 
within the proscription of such 
laws.”17 


Taken together, the Florida Dis- 


count Centers and Frye v. Taylor 
cases constitute landmark decisions 
by our Florida courts in meaning- 
fully protecting investors against 
abusive business practices. Shortly 
after the Frye v. Taylor decision, 
the U. S. District Court of Oregon 
held that securities were tent in 
an almost identical factual case.1® 
The federal court cited Judge 
Mager’s decision in Frye v. Taylor 
as an admirable decision by a state 
court to interpret the securities 
laws consistent with their underly- 
ing remedial ecg to protect 
against the countless and variable 
schemes devised by those seeking 
the use of others’ money on the 
promise of profits. The court point- 
ed out that if the defendant’s con- 
tention that the “dependence” 
standard controlled was followed, 
then “any number of devices can be 
invested to avoid that test. Pro- 
moters could require some nominal 
effort of their would-be investors 
with the contribution of the money, 
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such as solving a puzzle or writing 
an essay.”29 


The court emphasized that when 
a person is relatively uninformed 
and turns his money over to others 
expressly depending on their repre- 
sentations and their honesty and 
skill in managing it, the transaction 
involves a security. Thus, the court 
focused upon those managerial ef- 
fects affecting the enterprise and 
noted that the investors did not have 
the necessary professional skills 
and responsibilities to make their 
participation realistically meaning- 
ful. Most importantly, the court 
pointed out that the so-called “de- 
pendence” test was part of a deci- 
sion only on what constituted an 
investment contract and is not the 
test of what other kinds of offers 
might also constitute a security. 
The federal decision compliments 
the Florida decisions in its sound 
evaluation of economic realities and 
legislative policies. 

The evolving trend of Florida 
decisions probably will come to 
mean that a “security” will be 
found to exist whenever an inves- 
tor’s assets are subjected to enter- 
prise risks over which he does not 
exercise meaningful managerial 
control or responsibility.2° Busi- 
nessmen, in conjunction with their 
counsel, must plan their transac- 
tions to comply with the registra- 
tion and anti-fraud provisions of 
the Florida (and federal) securities 
laws. Failure to do so may result in 
unnecessarily damaging publicity, 
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as well as administrative and civil 
litigation, From a legal perspec- 
tive, the Florida decisions are to 
be applauded as sound and in the 
best interests of the investors and 
businesses in this state. 


If it is argued that under the 
“risk capital” approach, almost all 
business enterprises will involve 
securities, the rational response is 
that all rational men should desire 
to make and should expect full and 
fair disclosure of the material facts 
regarding the venture involved and 
that judicial restraints should focus 
upon reasonableness and other 
limitations upon liability, rather 
than upon threshold jurisdictional 
concepts which create confusion, 
possible failures of justice and un- 
dermine the remedial purposes of 
our securities laws.21 


FOOTNOTES 


*F.S.A. Sec. 517.02(1). 

715 U.S.C. Sec. 77b(1); 15 U.S.C. 
Sec. 78ce(a) (10). 

*S.E.C. v. W. J. Howey Co., 328 U.S. 
293 (1946); Cf. S.E.C. v. C. M. Joiner 
Leasing Corp., 320 U.S. 344 (1943). 

‘For example, Florida enacted a piece- 
meal statute dealing with franchises and 
distributorships in 1971, F.S.A. Sec. 
817.416. Relatively few persons are aware 
of this statute and this writer knows of 
no actions which have been brought 
under it. It would be far more meaning- 
ful if this jurisdiction were vested under 
the securities laws or if analogous broad 
anti-fraud provisions were enacted rather 
than the sporadic prohibitions presently 
delineated. The present statute is a sound 
beginning but inadequate to provide 
meaningful protection to the citizens of 
this state. 

‘Silver Hills County Club v. Sobieski, 
361 P.2d 906 (Cal. 1961). 

*Id. at 907. 

"State of Hawaii v. Hawaii Market 
Center, Inc., 485 P.2d 105 (1971); Healy 
v. Consumer Business System, 482 P.2d 
549 (Ore. Ct. App. 1971); State of Idaho 
v. Glenn W. Turner Enterprises, Inc., 
Civ. No. 47773 (Idaho 4th Dist. 1972); 
cf. Frye v. Taylor, note 15 infra and 
accompanying text. 

*Florida Discount Centers, Inc. v. Anti- 
nori, 226 So.2d 693 (Fla. 2d. Dist. 1969). 

*9 So.2d 277 (1942). 

“Id. at 278. 

“See Note 3 supra. 

**See Note 1 supra. 

226 So.2d at 695. 

328 U.S. at 301; in McElfresh, note 
8 supra, the Florida Supreme Court 


stated in accord that “[o]f necessity no 
definition of a security can be given to 
fit all cases. The thing sold will in each 
case be examined to determine if it falls 
within the purview of the statute.” Id. 
at 278. 

**263 So.2d 835 (Fla. 4th Dist. 1972). 

**See Note 7 supra. 

7263 So.2d at 841. 

*S.E.C. v. Glenn W. Turner Enter- 
prises, Inc., 168 Sec. Reg. & Law Rpt. 
H-1 (Sept. 13, 1972) (Dist. Ore. 1972). 

at H-4. 

*°In Bond v. Koscot Interplanetary, Inc., 
the Fourth District Court of Appeal of 
Florida is presently rehearing a distrib- 
utorship or franchise case factually 
similar to the Florida Discount Centers 
and Frye v. Taylor cases. In the first 
hearing, 246 So.2d 631 (1971), Judge 
Gerald Mager presiding, the court held if 
the plaintiffs proved their allegations that 
their contracts with Koscot were securi- 
ties, then a cause of action would be 
established under the Florida securities 
laws. The trial court ruled against the 
plaintiffs again on their securities claims 
and the plaintiffs have sought a rehear- 
ing from the Fourth District based upon 
its decision in Frye v. Taylor and upon 
the risk capital theory, among others. 
This case may well provide the vehicle 
for an explicit delineation of the “risk 
capital” standard by a Florida court. 

“It has become increasingly clear that 
the time is drawing near when there 
should be registration of business enter- 
prises instead of registration of securities 
and that the proper focus should be upon 
ensuring prompt and full disclosure of 
material facts to the shareholders. This 
system could be integrated with the in- 
corporation procedures. See, e.g., Ruder, 
Wheat & Loss, Standards of Conduct 
Under the Federal Securities Laws, 27 
Bus. Lwyr. Special Issue ((fficers’ and 
Directors’ Responsibilities and Liabilities ) 
75, 88; Loss, The Current Status of SEC 
Codification, 26 Bus. Lwyr 555, 557 
(1970); 25 Bus. Lwyr 27, 33 (1969). 
The anti-fraud prohibitions, which en- 
compass fraud in connection with “any 
security,” F.S.A. Sec. 517.301, apply to 
all business enterprises, whether publicly- 
held or closely-held. See e.g., Kardon v. 
Nat'l Gypsum Co., 69 F.Supp. 512 (E.D. 
Pa. 1946); Tully v. Mott Supermarkets, 
Inc., 1971-1972 CCH Fed. Sec. L. Rep. 
Par. 93.377 at 91,333-91,334; Supt. of 
Ins. v. Bankers L. & C. Co.,—-— U.S. —-, 
30 L.Ed.2d 128, 132, 134 (1971); 
Affiliated Ute Citizens v. U.S., 31 
L.Ed.2d 741, 761-762 (1972). This 
across-the-board registration of business 
enterprises would eliminate the current 
confusion and help promote predictive 
compliance. This goal will not be ac- 
complished without effort but should be 
considered by our legislature and other 
responsible persons as another step in 
establishing Florida as a leader in bene- 
ficial changes in the public interest. 
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News and Notes 


Lawyers’ Title Guaranty F und 


NEW TRUSTEE ELECTED... 

William D. Lines, attorney 

from Quincy, has been elect- 

ed to the Board of Trustees 

of The Fund to serve as 

trustee for the Second Circuit 

through July 1, 1973. He fills 

the seat left vacant by Ken- 

E. Cooksey, who has as- 

sumed the duties of circuit 

judge. Mr. Lines served as Gadsden County 

attorney from 1940 to 1957, was a munic- 

ipal judge from 1946 to 1957 and has been a 

prosecuting attorney since 1957. He is a member 

of the Tallahassee, Second Circuit and American 

Bar Associations. He is also a member of the 

Association of Trial Lawyers of America and is 

a Fellow of the Academy of Florida Trial 
Lawyers. 


CHAIRMAN’S AWARD ... A. A. Thelen, a 1972 
graduate of the University of Miami School of 
Law, has won the “Chairman’s Award” of $125 
in The Fund’s 1971-72 Law Student Awards 
Program for outstanding legal papers in the field 
of real property law. Mr. Thelen’s paper, en- 
titled “Real Estate Investment Trusts,” became 
eligible to compete for the “Chairman’s Award” 
by earlier having been awarded first prize as 
the best among all the papers submitted in The 
Fund’s contest at the University of Miami. Com- 
peting for the award with Mr. Thelen’s paper 
were the first prize winning papers from two 
other Florida law colleges gpm ag: in the 
contest. Those papers were entitled “Florida’s 
Homestead Exemption: The Judicial Require- 
ment of Consideration Versus the New Constitu- 
tion” by Daniel J. Wiser, Stetson University 
College of Law, and “Florida’s Treatment of 
Special Assessments for Local Improvements: A 
Hazard to the Transfer of Real Property” by 
Mark Hicks and Jon L. Mills, University of 
Florida College of Law. 


ARTPA MEETING . . . Members of the Attorney 
Related Title Plant Association met for their 
semiannual meeting at Lawyers’ Title Services, 
Inc., of Broward County in Ft. Lauderdale on 
November 10. They observed The Fund’s new 
computer system in operation at the plant facil- 
ity. Abstract orders received by the plant on 
the previous day had been transmitted to Orlan- 
do, processed x de the evening and were be- 
ing printed out that morning 7 the computer. 
Those present participated in a discussion of how 
and for what purposes the system is used and the 
techniques involved in input and output. On the 


following day, the group held another meeting 
aboard the New Bahama Star at which they 
discussed ways in which the various title plants 
can prepare themselves for automating each of 
their facilities. 

The following officers of the association were 
elected for the next year’s term: Raymond E. 
Trescot, president; Val E. Heck, vice president; 
Charles L. Garner, secretary; Thomas R. Culler, 
Jr., treasurer. 


TITLE NOTE BY A FUND ATTORNEY .. . “Public 
Rights in Waterfront Land.” The First District 
Court of Appeal recently rendered a decision of 
great interest to all real property lawyers. The 
case is the City of Daytona Beach v. Tona-Rama, 
Inc. v. State of Florida. The case number is P- 
335 and the preliminary opinion was filed August 
21, 1972. At the date of preparation of this arti- 
cle, the petition for rehearing was still pending 
before the court. 

In this case, the owner of ocean front prop- 
erty obtained a permit from the City of Daytona 
Beach to erect a tall observation tower known as 
a “sky tower” on the soft beach area between the 
mean high tide mark of the Atlantic Ocean and 
the bulkhead 1 -. The suit was brought for 
declaratory judgment as to the rights of the 
public in the beach area and for an injunction 
requiring the defendant to cease construction of 
the sky tower and to remove the portions of the 
tower which had already been built. 

The court found that the portion of the 
beach area between the mean high tide line and 
the bulkhead line ordinarily was not covered by 
tidal action of the ocean during hurricanes, high 
wind storms and extreme high tides. The court 
further found that for more than 20 years the 
general public visiting the ocean beach area 
had actually, continuously and uninterruptedly 
used and enjoyed the soft sandy area of the 
beach as a thoroughfare, for sunbathing, pic- 
nicking, frolicking, running of dune buggies, 
parking and generally as a recreation area and 
playground. Based upon this, the court found 
that there had accrued in favor of the public a 
prescriptive right to an easement over this area 
of the soft sand beach for those purposes. On 
the basis of these findings the court found that 
the city had no right to issue the building permit 
and the owners were enjoined to remove the 
sky tower. 

It is likely that this case will be appealed 
to the Supreme Court of Florida agian of 
the outcome of the rehearing. 


(By the Staff of Lawyers’ Title Guaranty Fund) 
Adv. 
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As or Novemser 14, 1972, the 
following is a list of current @PP i- 
cants with their schools and gradu- 
ation dates for admission to the 
Winter 1973 Florida Bar Examina- 
tion scheduled to be presented on 
February 27 and 28, 1973. 

All members of the Bar are 
urged to contact the Florida Board 
of Bar Examiners, Supreme Court 
Building, Tallahassee, Florida, 
about any of the following individ- 
uals and comment on their fitness 
and qualifications for admission to 
The Florida Bar. All information is 
treated confidential. 


FLORIDA 


Boca Raton 
Bragg, Morgan Stevenson, U. of Florida, 73 


nton Beach 
ee olzman, James Louis, U. of Florida, 73 


Sifrit, Robert C., U. of Florida, 73 


Brooksville 
Smith, Mary Howard, Emory U., 72 
Clearwater 
Barber, Richard William, U. of Florida, 72 
Beneke, Stephen G., U. of Florida, 72 
Center, Gerald Hickey, U. of 72 
Doherty, Patrick Desmond, Loyola, 
Weiss, Kenneth Leonard, U. of Florida, 72 
Coral Gables 
Beach, Roger Aldworth, U. of Miami, 73 
Benson, Roger Charlies, U. of Miami, 73 
Gale, Michael Paul, Suffolk, 72 
Grossman, Stuart Z., U. of Miami, 73 
Kent, Alexander William, U. of Arkansas, 


72 
Klock, Joseph P., Jr., U. of Miami, 73 
Morrison, William Brian, U. of Miami, 73 
Paetro, Anthony S., U. of Miami, 73 
Schatzman, Larry Owen, U. of Florida, 72 
Wolpe, Joel Richard, U. of Miami, 73 


Da Beach 
hanfrau, William M., Stetson, 73 
Conn, David Gerard, U. of Florida, 73 
Scherer, Paul Casper, Stetson, 73 


DeLand 
Anderson, Gerald Emory, Florida State U., 


73 

Easley, James D., U. of Florida, 73 
Delray Beach 

MacLaren, Robert lan Il, U. of Florida, 73 
Dunedin 

Dayton, William George, Mercer, 72 


ph ite, U. of Florida, 


7 
Mavrides, Andrew Paul, U. of Miami, 73 
Mizell, LeRoy Cullen, Jr., Howard U., 71 
Roberts, David A. Ill, U. of Florida, 73 
Rosenstrauch, Lawrence S., Harvard, 36 
Rotchford, George Donald, U. of Florida, 


73 
Se r, hen Mark. U. of Florida, 73 
Susan, DePaul, 72 


Fi Meade 
Edgar Canter, Jr., Florida State U., 
73 


H. tl, Stetson, 73 
) Marie, U. of Florida, 73 
Bishop, Charlies Kenney, U. of Florida, 73 
Daugherty. ~ of 
lark, U. of Florida, 
oh . U. of Florida, 73 
. Pedro F.. U. 


, Walter Thomas, U. 
Leo. Alwin, Jr., U. of Florida 


52 


Goulds 
Johns, Odell Theo, Florida A. & M., 58 
Grove City 
Padovano, Philip John, Stetson, 73 
Gulf Breeze 
Barba, Thomas A., U. of Miami, 73 
Sutherland, Stephen Eric, U. of Florida, 73 


Gulfport 

Crooks, Jack W., Stetson, 73 
Haines 

Floyd, mas Carl, Florida State U., 73 
Hallandale 

Driver, Paul Lawrence, Jr., U. of Miami, 73 


ialeah 
Martinez-Cid, Ricardo, U. of Florida, 73 


Hollywood 
Casto, Keith Michael, Stetson, 73 
De Bianchi, Paul V., U. of Miami, 73 
Grossbard, William, U. of Miami, 73 
Kahn, David Lawrence, U. of Florida, 73 
Levine, Larry Alan, U. of Florida 72 
Musial, Adrian J., Jr., Stetson, 73 
Schechter, Jerome Robert, U. of Florida, 72 
Steinberg, Jacob, Brooklyn Law School, 55 
Jacksonville 
Arpen, Tracey Irwin, Jr., U. of Florida, 73 
Borkson, Elliot Paul, U. of Florida, 73 
Brecher, James Owen, U. of Florida, 72 
Buggs, Harrell Tyrone, U. of Illinois 
Crow, David F., U. of Florida. 73 
Davis, Marshall D., Florida State U., 73 
Eckstine. Gary E., U. of Florida, 73 
Glenn, Robert Baltzell, Jr., U. of Florida, 


7 

David Wayne, Jr., Florida State 
“Hanrahan, Michael E., Fordham U., 44 
Henderson, Glenn C., U. of Florida. 72 
Hull, Henry Hope. U. of Florida, 73 

Jackson Douglas, Florida State U., 


Ketcham, Walter Austin. Jr., Stetson. 73 
Marlowe, Michael Lee. U. of Florida. 
Nipper, James Leonard. U. of Florida. 73 
Schickel, John Jacob. U. of Florida. 
Schuop, Robert Warren, U. of Florida, 73 
Slater, James Fdwards. U. of Florida. 73 
Taylor. Leon Haldane. U. of Florida, 73 
Thrasher, John E., Florida State U., 73 


Jav 
Westmoreland, Joseph Lofton, Duke, 71 
Lake Alfred 
Rubinas, Wayne Leo, Florida State U., 73 
Lakeland 
Cox. James L.. Jr., Stetson, 73 
Nail, Charles Richard. Stetson 73 
Tolson, John Franklin. Jr., U. of Florida, 73 
Weeks, Theodore W. III. Stetson, 73 
Willams, Joseph P., Stetson, 73 
Lake Wales 
White. J. Norman, U. of Florida, 73 
Lake Worth 
Springer, Robert H., Stetson, 73 


Leesburg 
Keedy. James F., Stetson, 73 


Lighthouse Point 
Gaudiosi, John P., St. Johns U., 53 
Madison 
Kaney, James Lester, Florida State U., 73 
Marco Island 
Goddard, Lawrence Clifton, U. of Tennes- 
see. 50 
Marvate 
Brady, James Clinton, Florida State U., 73 
Marianna 
Lewis McDonald, Florida State 
Miami 
Arango, Eduardo, U. of Miami. 73 
Barkett, Lawrence Abraham, Stetson, 73 
Berman. Frank U. of Miami, 72 
Biensctock. Michael Aaron. U. of Miami. 73 
Brvson. Rotnev Wilson. U. of Miami, 73 
Cantera. Eduardo U. of Miami 7? 
Critchiow. Richard Harvev. U. of Miami, 73 
Dieouez. Anthony. U of Florida 7. 
Fanning. Joel Cornel! U. nf Miami, 73 
Gale Robert Frederick Duke 7? 
Ge'thman. Thendore Wavne Stetson, 73 
Gemmill William M.. Ohin Northern. 51 
Glaes. Jeffrey Alan. Florida State U.. 73 
Jasner, Stuart Paul. U. of Miami. 73 
Lamar. Mario Anselmo. U. of Miami, 73 
Lassman, Harold Anthony, U. of Miami, 73 


Lewis, L. Burke, Duke U., 72 

Mendoza, Mario G. Ill, Dickinson, 72 
Nilon, James Patrick, U. of Florida, 73 
Omaliey, Robert Francis, U. of Florida, 73 
Pastoriza, Julio, U. of Miami, 73 

Petit, Donald R., U. of Miami, 59 
Phillips, Richard H., U. of Miami, 73 
Recicar, Thomas S., Florida State U., 73 
Rennella, C. Ernest, Florida State U., 73 
Rett, Donald A., U. of Miami, 73 

Roberts, ag ! William, Stetson, 73 
Rosenberg, Abraham B., U. of Miami, 73 
Sanchez-Galarraga, Jorge, U. of Miami, 73 
Sartin, Larry J., Florida State U., 73 
Screiber, Jerry B., U. of Miami, 73 
Segall, Norman S., U. of Miami, 73 
Seidier, Raymond M., U. of Miami, 73 
Seymour, John L., Texas Tech., 70 
Sheppard, Dennis Paul, U. of Miami, 73 
Shiley, John Glen, Cumberland, 68 
Smith, Harold T., Jr., U. of Miami, 73 
Smith, Sharyn Lynn, U. of Miami. 73 
Spring, Michael Coleman, U. of Miami, 73 
Thorn, Dale A.. Harvard, 61 

Walter. Albert Peter, Jr.. U. of Florida, 73 
Watnick, Harvey, U. of Miami, 72 
Waxman, Jeffrey J., U. of Tulsa, 72 
Weissman, Alan Stephen, U. of Miami, 73 


Miami Beach 
Cleary, John J., Villanova, 59 
Genet. Sandor Field, U. of Miami. 73 
Hershey, Stewart Robert. U. of Florida 72 
Jacobi, Beniamin R.. U. of Miami, 73 
Kahn, Donald Jeffrey, U. of Miami, 73 
Kirou, Steven Sergio, Florida State U., 72 
Kovner, Jeffrey Bruce, Harvard. 72 
Rash. Harold Stephen, U. of Miami, 73 
Schwartz, Thomas. U. of Miami. 73 
Schwartz. Warren Stuart U. of Miami, 73 
Shapiro, Richard Alan. Florida State U., 73 
Teper. Leslie James. U. of Florida. 71 
Von Zamft, Michael Lee, U. of Miami, 73 


Miami Lakes 
Avchen, Barney Barry, U. of Miami, 73 


Miami Shores 
Davis, Joseph |., Jr., Stetson, 73 


Miami Springs 
Herrick, Peter Stanwood, Georgetown, 67 
Wall. James Leuie, Jr., U. of Miami, 73 
North Miami 
Alvarez, Arturo, U. of Florida, 73 
Alvarez, Cesar Licinio, U. of Florida, 73 
Fabrikant, Michael Robert, Stetson, 73 
Schoditsch, Richard Erwin, Florida State 


Stosik, Victor L. Ill, U. of Miami, 73 
North Miami Beach 
Feldman, David, U. of Miami. 73 
Fischer, Stephen Gary, U. of Miami, 73 
Fox, Spencer Harry, U. of Miami, 73 
Gordon, Robert Bruce, U. of Miami, 72 
Oddo, Edward, Jr., U. of Mississippi, 72 
Milton 
Davis, John M., Florida State U., 73 
Mt. Dora 
Hooten, Earl Byron II. Stetson, 73 
Richard Allen, U. of Florida, 


Naples 

Goodlette, John Dudley, U. of Florida, 73 
New Port Richey 

Misemer, Kenneth Ray, U. of Florida, 72 


la 

Flaherty, Geneva Forrester, Stetson, 73 
McCall, Wayne Charles, U. of Florida, 73 
Nichols, Richard D., Stetson, 73 


Simmons, James C., U. of Florida, 73 
Orange Park 

Smoak, John R., Jr., U. of Florida, 73 
Orlando 

Armstead, Ralph, Florida State U., 72 

Englehardt, John Charles, U. of Florida, 73 

Hatch, Mary Margaret B., Georgetown, 59 

Moore, Stanley William, Florida State U., 


73 
Joseph Edward, U. of Florida, 


Parker, James Knight, Jr., U. of Miami, 72 
Shader, Gary Edward, Stetson, 73 
Spence, Robert J., U. of Florida, 73 


Palatka 
ae. James S., Jr., Florida State U., 
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Eau Gallie 
ae Figgat, James Earl, Florida State U., 73 
Ft. Lauderdale 
5 Gaine 


xXamination 


Palm Beach 

Beggs, William F., Stetson, 73 

Craft, Jerome Robert, Stetson, 73 

Rosin, Stephen Vetenson, U. of Florida, 72 
West Palm Beach 

Dempsey, George Sidney, Stetson, 73 

McBane, Louis R., U. of Florida, 73 

McCall, Wallace B., Stetson, 73 
Paim Springs 

Lubinsky, Terry M., U. of Florida, 71 
Panama C 

Atkinson, William M., Jr., Florida State U., 
73 


Johnson, Fred Mack, U. of Florida, 73 

Williams, Jack G., Stetson, 73 
Pembroke Pines 

Shutter, Steven Gary, New York U., 69 
Pensacola 

Brady, Thomas Michael, U. of Florida, 73 

Harc, W. Christopher, clorida State U., 7 

Murtaugh, Christopher David, U. of Illinois, 


Sanchez, John Od, Jr., Cumberland, 70 
o Stephen Richard, Florida State U., 
7 


Panebianco, Thomas Frederic, Florida 


State U., 73 
Pinellas Park 
McFadyen, John L., Stetson, 73 
Plant Ci 
Wethine. Edgar Calvin, Jr., U. of Florida, 73 
Pompano Beach 
Dungey, Richard J., U. of Florida, 73 
McCray, Johnny Leonardo, Howard, 
Weck, Patricia L., U. of Miami, 73 
Whalen, Frank G., DePaul, 47 


Ponte Vedra Beach 
Searcy, Christian Dietrich, Stetson, 73 


Punta Gorda 
Rooney, John Michael, U. of Florida, 73 
Winesett, Richard Warner, U. of Florida, 72 


inc 
ait A Carl Edwin, Jr., Florida State U., 73 


Riviera Beach 
oo Matthew Cifford, Florida State U., 


St. Augustine 
Batsel, Charles Guy, U. of Florida, 73 


St. Petersburg 
Allen, Lawrence Kenneth, U. of Arizona, 72 
Bartlett, William Harvey, Stetson, 73 
Brown, Larry Donovan, Stetson, 73 
Davis, Richard B., Jr., Florida State U., 73 
Earle, James T., Jr., Stetson, 73 
Ferrell, Dana Clark, U. of Miami, 73 
Goldner, Michael Herlan, Stetson, 73 
Hayden, Robert Kurt, Stetson, 73 
Howard, Lula Marguerite, American U., 56 
Mascara, Ernest L., Stetson, 73 
Mason, Eula Tuttle, Stetson, 73 
McCurdy, Robert Clark, Stetson, 73 
Powell, James Nelson, Stetson, 73 
Roberts, William Richard, U. of Louisville, 51 
Sayler, Lee Benton, U. of Florida, 72 
Vecchio, Jeseph A., Stetson, 73 
Vitunac, Ann Emily, Stetson, 73 
Woodard, Walter Wayne, U. of Florida, 72 
Sanford 
Caolo, Jack Patton, U. of Chicago, 70 
Dodson, James Walier, Florida State U., 73 


Sarasota 
Curtin, Aymer Laughner, U. of Florida, 72 
Ferrell, Hugh Clifford, U. of Conn., 72 
Seminole 
Disano, Dane Emil, Stetson, 73 
Henninger, John Alan, Stetson, 73 
Shalimar 
Albert Hugh, Jr., Florida State 
Stuart 
Littman, Michael Albert, Stetson, 73 


Surfside 
Oppenheim, Steven Philip, U. of Miami, 73 


Tallahassee 
Crowder, Thomas Edward, Florida State U., 


72 
Horton, Norman Hagood, Jr., Florida State 
“Jacobs, Robert Raymond II, Florida State 


Vol. 47, No. 1 @ JANUARY, 1973 


Knight, Howard Gore, Florida A. & M. U., 
Modesitt, Donald Scott, Florida State U., 


Poche, Stephen S., Florida State U., 73 
Reutlinger, Craig Anderson, Florida State 


“Robinson, Layon F. 11, Florida State U., 73 
Schuman, Jonathan D., Florida State U., 


73 
Vickers, Cass D., Florida State U., 73 


Tam 
Alfonso, Anthony, Jr., U. of Mississippi, 72 
Burnett, Harley A. II, U. of Florida, 73 
Butler, James Thomas, U. of Florida, 73 
Cannella, Norman Salvatore, Stetson, 7. 
Davidson, Charles Thomas, U. of Florida. 


73 
Feiner, Jack Barry, U. of Miami, 
Ficarrotta, Joseph H., U. of Miami, 72 
Marchbanks, Lawrence J., Florida State U., 


Park, David C., Stetson, 73 
Prieto, Antonio P., S. Texas, 72 
Pritchard, Laurence Charles, Florida State 


U., 73 
Ba Michael Milton, Florida State U., 
Van Eepoel, August Michael, U. of Florida, 


Ward, Edward Harlan, U. of Michigan, 61 
Zaritsky, Howard M., Stetson, 73 
Tavares 
Friedman, J. Don, Stetson, 73 
Temple Terrace 
Wenzel, Steven Greg, U. or Florida, 73 
sr Bruce Morrison, U. of Florida, 


Titusville 

Deserio, Alan Edward, Florida State U., 73 
Vero Beach 

Block, Samuel Allen, Stetson, 73 
= Vernon L., Jr., Florida State U., 


Westville 

Eddins, William E., Florida State U., 73 
Winter Park 
ne James Paul, Florida State U., 


Easterling, Elizabeth Hood, American, 71 
Wiser, Daniel J., Stetson, 73 
Zeller, Louis John, Jr., Florida State U., 73 


OUT OF STATE 

ALABAMA 

Montgomery 

Capouano, Albert David, U. of Alabama, 70 
Simpson, Joseph A., Cumberland, 73 

New Brockton 

= James H., Jr., Cumberland, 


Selma 

Seale, James Robert, U. of Alabama, 69 
Tuscaloosa 

Dennis, Robert Albartus, Jr., U. of Ala- 
bama, 73 

Doster, Nina Katherine, Emory, 72 


CALIFORNIA 

Los Angeles 
Gedrich, Harvey Norton, wy State, 52 
Selber, Marilyn, New York U., 69 


Pacific Palisades 
Canan, Michael James, U. of California, 66 


Sacramento 
Richardson, Nancy T., Florida State U., 72 


Arvada 

Osborne, Rodney Wayne, Northwestern, 71 
Denver 

Haskell, Daniel Mark, U. of Colorado, 71 
CONNECTICUT 
Fairfield 
nm Charles James, Jr., U. of Miami, 
Point 

r W., Stetson, 72 
Hamden 

Goldenfarb, Sondra Gamow, Harvard, 67 
Windsor 

Valerino, James Robert, U. of Florida, 72 


Groton 
Rotella, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Baker, N. Meyer, National U., 33 

Black, Richard Lee, Georgetown, 70 
ne Kenneth Joel, Geo. Washington, 


GEORGIA 
Atila 


nta 
Bubb, Gary Arthur, Emory, 73 
Feuer, Bruce R., Emory, 72 
McKeever, Danieé A., :, U. of Florida, 73 
Yates, Joe H., U. of Alabama, 70 


Barney 

McKenzie, Gale, U. of Georgia, 71 

iro 

Singletary, Robin Cary, Stetson, 73 
Decatur 

Royston, Kenneth Cleveland, Emory, 70 
Macon 

Hayes, Hugh D., Jr., U. of Florida, 73 


Moultrie 

Paulk, Jule Felton, U. of Georgia, 72 
Savannah 

Adilman, Roy Alan, U. of Georgia, 71 


Bowen, Lennon E. Ill, U. of Georgia, 72 
Washington 
Adams, Walter Norman, U. of Georgia, 72 


ILLINOIS 
Cc 


ne » Herman Montell Ill, U. of Miami, 


Chicago 
Arnold, Edwin B., U. of Miami, 73 
Boden, Suzanne M., None 
Guzzetti, William L., U. of Florida, 73 
Keliner, Fred Neal, U. of Illinois, 71 
Leonard, John M., Jr., John Marshall, 47 
uinlivan, Robert D., Jr., John Marshall, 
eddick, Quitman Davis II, Texas 


Sack, Gary Bruce, U. of Miami, 73 
Sandman, Sheldon J., John Marshall, 62 
Shefsky, Lio id Edward, U. of Chicago, 65 
Steinberg, Michael, U. of Illinois, 71 
Tucker, Harve David, Loyola, 70 
eldon iver, John Marshall, 
Zucker, Stephen Wade, DePaul, 


Dennison 

Files, James Jay, U. of Illinois, 51 
Elmhurst 

Lewis, Samuel Keith, John Marshall, 70 
Morton Grove 

Moser, John B., Northwestern, 30 


Williams, Douglas Amor, U. of Florida, 73 

G 
ultz, Gary Lee, U. of Mi » 

Wade, Richard B., Florida 73 
Oak Park 

Trees, George S., Jr., U. of Illinois, 68 
Quincy 
Garver, George Holdt, U. of Florida, 73 
Robinson 
Steele, Thomas Theron, Tulane, 72 


ie 
Mermall, Neal, Chicago-Kent, 60 


t Iter H., U issou 

asten, alter H., U. of q 
lestchester 
ne Joseph William, U. of Arkansas, 


Western Spri 
Schmudde, David A., U. of Florida, 73 
Wilmette 
Boyer, Alan |., Chicago-Kent, 50 
= Frederick R., U 
on, 
Schnering, John, Loyola, 


INDIANA 
Angele 

inn, Marvin E., U. of Toiedo, 72 

1. Donald L., U. of Miami, 73 
Gas ity 

Certain, Harry Joseph, Indiana U., 69 
Hammo 

Scholl, Donald Edward, Indiana U. 
Logenapert 

iidman, George R., Indiana, 59 


68 

69 

Tift 
72 

72 

: 

Mt 
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COLORADO 

53 


1OWA 


Schalk, Stephen L., U. of lowa, 72 
Des Moines 
Rayle, Merrick Scott, indiana U., 70 
Jewell 
Walker, Mark Eugene, U. of lowa, 70 


Ottumwa 

Stewart, John Franklin, U. of lowa, 72 
Stratford 

Lundgren, Jerome F., Drake, 68 


ison 
Tugeie, David Clem, Southern Methodist 


utchinson 

Harper, Arthur L., Jr., Harvard, 57 
Leavenworth 

Duffin, Gerard D., Jr., U. of Florida, 72 


KENTUCKY 
Lawrenceburg 
Mountjoy, Stephen Michael, Kent U., 72 


Lebanon 

Green, Edward Roney, U. of Kentucky, 67 
Lexington 
Parker, Howard Cobb, U. of Kentucky, 72 


Louisa 
Bartley, Dan R., U. of Kentucky, 72 
Loursville 
Kirwan, David Patrick, Florida State U., 73 
Sharp, Joseph Wayne, U. of Kentucky, 69 


Owensboro 
Morburger, Arthur Joseph, Harvard, 60 


nceton 

Robinson, Joe T., U. of Arkansas, 69 
Winchester 
Hays, Donald Cameron, U. of Kentucky, 71 


nm rouge 
Schopp, N. Richard, U. of Florida, 73 
Wooitoik, Edmund Taylor, U. of Florida, 72 
Eunice 
Doise, Dennis Lee, U. of Florida, 73 
New Orleans 
Bookman, Alan Bary, Tulane, 71 
LaRue, Roger J., Jr., Loyola, 72 


MARYLAND 
Catifornia 
Patrick, Charlies Bland, American U., 72 


Ruxton 

Perry, Albert Joseph Ili, U. of Florida, 73 
Silver Spri 
Trent, Michael John, Catholic U., 72 


Walter H., Harvard, 60 


Beveri 
fianen, John A. J., New England, 61 


Berman, Richard |., Boston U., 72 
Brookline 
Drucker, Kenneth Bruce, U. of M., 73 
Zalien, Joseph, Northeastern, 48 
eckford, Joseph G., Yale, 62 


Maiden 
Sagrans, Steven Lawrence, U. of Florida, 
73 


Methuen 
Foster, Arthur P., Suffolk, 51 
Neecham 
Sands, Douglas Kenneth, U. of Florida, 72 


New Bedford 
Rakatansky, Ira Thomas, Suffolk, 72 


Somerville 
Hunt, J. Francis, Boston U., 49 


bridge 
Holden, Francis E., Jr., Florida State U., 72 
Winthrop 
Aloysiusgili, Henry, Jr., Georgetown, 72 


Worcester 

Carrigan, Robert Edward, U. of Florida, 73 
MICHIGAN 
Ann Arbor 

Coniin, John William, U. of eg 

Huotari, Michael Evariste, U. of M a 
1 

Ryan, Richard W., U. of Michigan, 39 
Birmi 


m 
Kutchins, Bryan Alexander, Wayne State, 


72 
Schwartz, Henry Gregory, Wayne State, 73 
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Applicants to take bar examination 


“_ David Shields, U. of Michigan, 
Hopp, William Michael, Detroit, 71 
Lacroix, David, U. of Florida, 73 
Mysliwiec, Raymond A., Detroit, 57 
Powers, Joseph A., U. of Michigan, 33 

E. Detroit 
Mihelich, Joseph E., Detroit, 51 

Grosse Pointe 
Lambrecht, William G., U. of Michigan, 63 


Park 
Bariow, Thomas Walter H., Duke, 72 


tronwood 

Sheridan, Stephen Edward, Stetson, 73 
Lansing 
Takacs, Gary John, U. of Texas, 69 
Marshall 

Reed, James Mitchell, Florida State U., 73 
Oak Park 

Marks, Jonathon Jay, U. of Miami, 73 


Southfield 
itkin, Perry S., Dickinson, 69 


Bloomington 
Schailer, William B., Stetson, 73 


Duluth 
Dittrich, Raymond J., U. of Michigan, 58 


— L., Jr., U. of Missouri, 


rsville 
Hendricks, Cyril Mehrie, U. of Missouri, 61 


umbia 
Holiand, Daniel Marlowe, U. of Missouri, 


Forrestville 
Nicholson, Mary Boyd, American U., 71 


hiel, Douglas J., U. of Miami, 73 
Kansas City 
Coleman, Robert L., U. of Missouri, 59 
Moran, Tim, Florida State U., 72 


Roger Ernest, Boston, 61 
Portsmouth 

Clay, William Alexander, U. of Miami, 73 


NEW JERSEY 
Alpine 
nn Henry Matson III, Washington & Lee, 


Asbury Park 
Sugarman, Alan C., Duke, 52 


le 
Wetzel, Edmund Bruce, Jr., Duke, 64 
Burii 
Bookbinder, Sidney W., None 
Cherry Hill 
Greene, Robyn Cooper, Harvard, 71 
Elizabeth 
Natelson, Andrew George, U. of Florida, 72 
ishtown 
avis, Stephen, Columbia, 63 
Hillside 
Fnedman, Ronald R., Rutgers, 72 


oldstein, David Michael, U. of Miami, 73 
Lakewood 

ee Michael P., U. of So. California, 


Margate 
Baylinson, Roy, Harvard, 53 
‘Aargate City 

Cohn, Stanley A., Rutgers, 72 
Matawan 
Sokolowski, Stanley M., Seton Hall, 69 
Metuchen 

Cooper, James Steven, Rutgers, 72 
Mountain Lakes 

McCabe, William J., U. of Florida, 73 
North Bergen 
Kelly, John R., Fordham, 26 

Sandow, Sidney Alien, U. of Miami, 61 


Paramus 

Pavlick, Andrew, Florida State U., 73 
Park Ridge 

Fusco, Timothy Alan, U. of Michigan, 71 


Paterson 
Borduin, Robert George, Detroit, 69 
Rotella, Raymond John, Stetson, 73 


Princeton 
Jeffries, Dennis Edward, U. of Miami, 73 


Rumson 

Vogel, Clark Crane, Rutgers, 39 
Short Hills 

Briggs, Charles P., Memphis State, 72 
Teaneck 

Friedman, Steven S., Temple, 70 
Tenafly 

Gordon, Charles Edward, Emory, 73 
Trenton 

Kelly, Thomas Patrick, Stetson, 73 


Wa 

endt, Frederick W., Cumberland, 73 
West Orange 

Brainen, Irwin J., Rutgers, 32 


Schmitt, George Richard, U. of Denver, 58 


NEW YORK 
Alban 
Leonard William, New York U., 
Auburn 
Friedman, Arthur Bernard, Brooklyn, 61 
Baldwin 
Hamburger, Warren L., Brooklyn, 50 
Belle Harbor 
Unger, Harold M., Boston U., 69 
Brookiyn 
Albert, Myron, Syracuse, 50 
Arker, Sol, St. Johns, 72 
Berman, Samuel F., Brooklyn, 62 
Composto, Frank A., St. Johns, 71 
Erlitz, Stephen N., Brooklyn, Law Sch., 62 
Neumann, Mannis, New York U., 34 
Pinkwasser, Alan Hugh, Syracuse U., 66 
Rosenstock, Philip, Brooklyn, 32 
Rubin, Alan M., New York U., 59 
Buffalo 
Tirone, John A., Wayne State, 70 
Commack 
Maltese, Carl Peter, Brooklyn, 65 
Schwartz, Roger Alien, U. of Miami, 73 
Far Rockaway 
esl Daniel Lewis, Brooklyn, 71 
Floral 
Gok Daniel M., Fordham, 70 
Flushing 
U'Leary, Stephen W., Jr., Fordiiam, 71 
Roth, Steven M., U. of Miami, 73 
Forest Hills 
Chassen, Charles lan, Brooklyn, 61 
F 


reeport 

Suna, Aron Leslie, Washington & Lee, 70 
Friendship 

Hackett, G. William, Duke, 57 


rden City 

Fleck, ae A., Jr., St. Johns, 70 
Glen Cov 

Fee. William Arthur, New York, 71 
Great Neck 

Berman, Bruce Judson, Boston U., 72 

Gortz, Albert W., Yale, 

Halle, Peter Edward, U. of Miami, 73 
Hollis 

Grimes, Thomas Francis, Columbia, 40 
Huntington 
Pincus, Albert, Brooklyn, 50 
Jackson He 

Asher, Melvin 
Jamaica 
Seibel, Robert Alan, Brooklyn, 71 
Liberty 
Grossman, Warren Worth, American, 68 
Lido Beach 

Alpern, Azreal A., New York U., 41 


J., Brooklyn Law School, 56 


Live 
Schuler, Richard Donald, Syracuse, 72 


Long Beach 

Buck.ey, John Gerard, St. Johns, 59 
Malverne 
Wolff, Zachary H., New York U., 37 
Manhasset 

Kops, Robert D., Brooklyn, 53 
Merrick 

Fetterman, Evan Irwin, New York U., 68 
Middle Village 

Kenney, James A., St. Johns U., 39 


Monticello 
ee, Howard Jay, Case Western Res., 


Mt. Vernon 
Makofka, Lester, U. of Florida, 73 
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Paitz 
Sinagra, Frank J., U. of Florida, 73 


New York City 
Aballi, Arturo J., Jr., New York U., 68 
Amigo, Frank, U. of Miami, 
Coyie, Dennis P., Columbia, 64 
Dopin, David M., New York U., 65 
Onckiian, Phyws B., York U., 55 
Foley, James E., Fordham, 52 
Fox, Morris B., Brooklyn, 48 
Gelbard, Bernard, Brooklyn, 50 
Giaser, Gary, Geo. Washington, 68 
Goldner, Benjamin, St. Johns, 40 
Hersch, Gilbert Marshall, Brooklyn, 66 
Kalish, Edward Allen, U. of Miami, 73 
Kaufman, Marc Alan, Brooklyn, 72 
Lerkowitz, William Henry, Syracuse, 72 
Newman, Frank Theodore, New York U., 65 
Peskin, Stephan Haskel, Brooklyn, 68 
Pleeter, Louis Joseph, Brooklyn, 67 
Melvyn St. Johns, 7 

a William J., Stanford, 56 

win ner, Samuel, New York U., 


rth Bellmore 
Lipton, Paul R., Washington U., 70 


ns 

Galitzer, Joshua S., New York U., 60 

Glazer, Joseph J., ‘Brooklyn, 3 

Polsky, Larry Mark, U. of Baltimore, 72 
Queens Village 

Engdahl, Walter Arnold, U. of Illinois, 69 
Peekskill 

Choulas, Peter G., Syracuse U., 47 


Perry 
Hanley, Julian R., Albany, 36 
Pittsford 
Baisamo, Louis J., Brooklyn, 57 
Biondo, Gerald J., U. of Miami, 73 
Cornelius, Raymond E., U. of Michigan, 62 
Holthus, Gary Norman, Cleve.-Marsh., 
Port Washington 
Gramer, Gary W., St. Johns U., 71 


Morgentater. Richard, Temple, 72 
Rocheste 

Carl, Harvard, 59 

Chester, Lawrence David, SUNY, 62 

Forsyth, John Freeman, Harvard, 48 

lacovangelo, Bernard J., Stetson, 73 

Johnson, Byron, Yale, 39 

Papa, Joseph Francis, Catholic U., 67 
Rockville Centre 

Ross, Seymour Steven, Columbia, 58 
Roslyn Heights 

Cohan, Daniel S., Fordham Law School, 57 
Schenecta 
Melton, Joseph Max, SUNY, 72 
Seneca Falls 

Aronson, Alan Lawrence, Syracuse, 71 


Snyder 

Finck, John B., Cornell, 69 
Staten Island 

Jasinski, Robert M., U. of Tennessee, 70 

Walsh, Victor Thomas, Florida State U., 73 
Syosset 
Galison, Edward, Albany, 69 
Syracuse 

"Gotrencieso, John A., Duke, U., 71 
Tonawanda 

Andolina, Peter Joseph, SUNY, 71 
Union Dale 

Hederman, John P., St. Johns, 67 
Valley Stream 

Robustelli, Dante J., New York U., 60 
Westbury 

Keone, Gerald B., U. of Florida, 73 
White Plains 

Kraver, Richard Matthew, Syracuse, 71 
Woodmere 

Youner, Bruce Dennis, St. Johns, 72 
Yonkers 


Connery, Matthew J., Fordham, 28 


ro 
Robbins, Wake 


Forest, 72 
Asheville 

Schochet, Kenneth Barry, Emory, 72 
Durham 

Cook, Barry Alan, Florida State U., 73 


Howard Franklin, Jr., 


Greensboro 
Ray, William Carl, U. of Miami, 73 


Lumberton 
Ward, Frank Pelouze, Jr., Duke, 71 


Shelby 
Black, Ronald Wilburn, Wake Forest, 72 
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Wallace 

Chandler, Lawrence U. L., Jr., U. of 
North Carolina, 72 
Winston-Salem 

Sloan, Norman Lee, Wake Forest, 72 


OHIO 
Village 

lank, Robert H., U. of Florida, 73 

Cass, Edward John, Ohio St. U., 62 
Canton 

Conley, Daniel Edward, U. of Miami, 73 
Cincinnati 

Beckjord, Walter Edson, Yale, 49 

Dillon, Rodney L., U. of Louisville, 72 

be oad Cedric Wakelee, Harvard, 71 
Cleveland 

Crisati, Frank Ralph, Cleve.-Marsh., 71 

Donahue, Charles B. II, Cleve. -Marsh., 67 

Kinkopf, Earl William, Cleve. 

Kleri, Jon Charles, Cleve.-Marshall " 66 

Kuchinski, John J., Cleve. 

Miller, Creighton E., Yale 
Columbus 
Abroms, Hillard M., Franklin, 72 

O’Connor, David Clark, Capital U., 71 

Pettay, Dwight C., Jr., Ohio Northern, 69 

Schottenstein, James "M., Ohio State, 72 
Euclid 
Korthals, John Lawrence, U. of Florida, 73 
Fairview Park 

Lancione, John G., Ohio State, 59 
Grafton 

Spitzer, Charlies E., Cleve.-Marsh., 71 
Mayfield Heights 

raines, Stuart J., Case Western, 72 

Medina 

Siedel, George John, U. of Michigan, 70 


Parma 

Allen, George Paul, Cleve.-Marsh., 28 
Richmond 

Lombardo, John Joseph, Cleve.-Marsh., 71 
Rocky River 

Meniot. James Allen, Cleve.-Marsh., 72 
Seven Hills 

Bass, Robert Lawrence, Cleve.-Marsh., 70 
Shaker Heights 

ee Wilson Gesner, Cleve.-Marsh., 34 
Springf 

Hunted. Stanley N. 
Steubenville 

Patchen, Brian P., U. of Michigan, 69 


, Ohio Northern, 71 


Toledo 

Willis, Robert Earl, Toledo, 72 
Westlake 

Nyerges, George L., Cleveland U., 56 
West Milton 

Breidenbach, John Edward, Ohio State, 68 
Yeliow Springs 

Tregillus, Craig P., Geo. Washington U., 72 


OKLAHOMA 
Okianoma City 
nm Raymond Edward, U. of Florida, 


OREGON 
Eugene 
oser, Samuel Joseph, U. of Oregon, 71 


PENNSYLVANIA 
Albion 

Oleary, Eugene C., Duke, 72 
Aliqui 
Smith, Pearl M., Seton Hall, 67 
Carnegie 

Lipton, Stephen Neil, U. of Penn., 66 
Clearfield 

Colavecchi, Joseph, Georgetown, 55 
Doylestown 

ornstein, Samuel B., U. of Miami, 73 

Gladwyne 

Gummey, Frank Bird III, U. of Florida, 73 
Jenkintown 

Kartrissen, Arthur S., Temple U., 68 
Lafayette Hill 

Kein, Arthur S., Temple, 72 
McKeesport 

Arnovitz, William Stephen, U. of Miami, 73 


rion 

Unterberger, Simson, Case West., 69 
Monongahela 

Retos, George, Jr., U. of Miami, 73 
Mt. Jackson 

Gibson, Joseph W., U. of Akron, 72 
Narberth 

Harris, Michael R., Harvard, 65 


Hills 
Casety, Harold E., Jr., Temple, 72 
Philadelphia 
Becket, M. Patricia, Temple, 71 


Pittsburgh 
Campvell, Thomas Leake, Jr., U. of Pitts- 
burgh, 71 
Cannon, John V. Ill, Florida State U., 72 
Cohen, Fred Clinton, U. of Kentucky, 68 
Houston, John Duff Ii, Geo. Washington U., 


Jupinko, George Stephan, Franklin, 72 
Labaime, Guy E., Florida State U., 73 
Weber, John Edward, Duke, 70 
Wolfe, John C., Stetson, 73 
Reading 
Reynolds, John C., Columbia, 66 
Wallingford 
Haubner, J. Wesley, Geo. Washington, 40 
Warren 
Goidstein, Joseph H., Dickinson, 09 


aed William Douglas, Memphis State, 


Memphis 

Murray, John Michael, Memphis State, 73 
Nashville 

Vestai, Donald J., U. of Tennessee, 70 
Sevierville 

Atchiey, William T., Jr., Stetson, 73 


TEXAS 


ustin 

Greber, Edmund Anton, U. of Texas, 70 
Carroliton 

Broach, Roger H., U. of Texas, 69 
Dallas 

Cookston, Roy P., Southern Methodist U., 


Glasheen, Charles Rives, Vanderbilt, 68 
Graham 
William D., Jr., U. of Florida, 


Houston 

Redding, Edwin Blake, Harvard, 71 
Kerrville 

Epperson, Woodrow, U. of Texas, 67 


Waco 
Morris, Donald R., Baylor, 54 


VERMONT 
Buriington 
Dubuc, Carroll E., Boston, 62 


VIRGINIA 
Alexandria 
Lambert, Frederick W., U. of Michigan, 69 
Arlington 
Huss, Steven Wisner, U. of Fievida, 73 
Ray, Warren E., George Washington, 61 
Ashland 
= Lawrence Lowell, U. of Virginia, 


Bon Air 

Woody, Charles L., Florida State U., 73 
Falls Church 

nest. George H., USN, Geo. Washington 
Manassas 

oe J. Edward, Jr., Georgetown, 61 
Springfiel 

Fried, tine J., U. of Chicago, 57 
Virginia Beach 

Hall, Gregory G. B., U. of Florida, 73 


WASHINGTON 
actie 
ggack: Stephen Arthur, U. of Washington, 


WEST VIRGINIA 
Cla. ksburg 
Pouticos, Alex Paul, W. Virginia U., 71 


WISCONSIN 

Fox Point 
Konnor, Paul C., U. of Wisconsin, 50 
Loos, Henry J., Harvard, 65 


Madison 
Beal, Richard Miller, U. of Wisconsin, 72 
Milwaukee 
Bruce, Jackson M., Jr., Harvard, 57 
Kaczmarek, John Carter, U. of Louisville, 


72 
Rieselbach, Allen N., Harvard, 56 
PUERTO RICO 


San Juan 
Martinez, Joseph R., Stetson, 59 
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WHAT OTHERS THINK 


The Medical Examiners Act — A Giant Step Forward 


The Medical Examiners Act of 
1970, Chapter 406, Florida Stat- 
utes, when fully implemented, will 
provide a much needed uniform 
medical examiner service through- 
out the state. The members of the 
Medical Examiner's Commission 
are appointed by the Secretary, 
Health and Rehabilitative Services, 
and consist of two pathologists, one 
funeral director, one state attorney, 
one representative of the Office of 
the Attorney General and one from 
the Office of the Department of 
Law Enforcement. 

The Medical Examiner's Com- 
mission is empowered to create 
medical examiner districts, which 
has been done; nominate district 
medical examiners, and to promul- 
gate rules. The district medical ex- 
aminers are appointed by the Gov- 
ernor of the state. 

The duties of the district medical 
examiners are to perform or have 
performed any examinations, in- 
vestigation and/or autopsies neces- 
sary to determine cause of death: 


1. When any person dies in the 
state: 


a. Of violence, homicide, sui- 
cide or accident 

b. Suddenly when in appar- 
ent good health 

c. When unattended by a 
practicing physician or 
other practitioner 

d. In police custody, prison 
or penal institution 

e. In any suspicious or un- 
usual circumstance 

f. By poison, criminal abor- 
tion or by disease con- 
stituting a thyeat to 
public health, or 

g. By disease, injury, or toxic 
agent resulting from 
employment 

. When a dead body is brought 


into the state without proper 
medical certification, or when 


a body is to be cremated, dis- 
sected, or buried at sea 

3. Report findings to state attor- 
ney and/or county solicitor. 

In view of the implementation of 
Article V and the abolishment of the 
justice of peace — coroner system, 
there is an increasing and urgent 
need for a uniform statewide medi- 
cal examiner's system. 

Chapter 406, Florida Statutes, 
also paves the way for careful and 
adequate medicolegal death inves- 
tigation and is specifically worded 
so as to provide the State of Flor- 
ida with sound factual information 
as to the prevalence of alcohol and 
drug abuse in the causation of 
death, the human factors which re- 
sult in fatal accidents and the 
disease processes which strike 
down those persons in the prime of 
life. 

The Medical Examiners Act of 
1970 was passed by the legislature 
without state funding and the bur- 
den of the costs for implementation 
of the program has been almost 
totally with the county commis- 
sions. And now, the Medical Ex- 
aminer’s Commission is requesting 
partial state funding from the 1973 
Legislature in order to fully imple- 
ment this much needed program. 
This program will significantly 
benefit the citizens, the law en- 
forcement officials, the courts and 
the physicians of the community 
and is deserving of the community 
support of these agency groups. 
Statewide funding will provide 
benefits to all, and will decrease 
and help to minimize the ad va- 
lorem tax cost of such service. 

In summary then, partial state 
funding will assist in accomplish- 
ing the following: 

1. Create a uniform medical ex- 
aminer’s system in the State 
of Florida, comparable to the 
state attorney system now in 
operation. 


2. Improve the medicolegal ca- 
pabilities of the state and 
counties in determining with 
reasonable certainty, the cause 


of death. 


. Provide partial state funding 
for the medical examiner pro- 
gram as required by Chapter 
406, Florida Statutes, and 


. Relieve the counties of part 
of the tax burden imposed by 
Chapter 406, Florida Statutes. 


—James E. Fuitcuum, M.D., 
JosepH H. Davis, M.D. 
AND JAMES HINSON 


Dr. Fulghum is the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Adult Health and Chronic 
Diseases, Division of Health, Department 
of Health and Rehabilitative Services, 
Jacksonville. 

Dr. Davis is the Chairman, Medical 
Examiner’s Commission, Professor, De- 
partment of Pathology, University of 
Miami School of Medicine and is the 
Dade County Medical Examiner, Miami. 

Mr. Hinson is a Health Field Worker, 
Bureau of Adult Health and Chronic 
Diseases, Division of Health, Jacksonville. 


(Reprinted from The Journal of the Flor- 
ida Medical Association) 
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News of the Local and State Judiciary 


Judge Frank Orlando, Ft Lauder- 
dale, has been named a member of 
an advisory committee for the en 
on classification of exceptional chil- 
dren, commissioned by the U. S. De- 
partment of Health, Education and 
Welfare. The committee will probe 
aspects of the problem of “labeling” 
children as mentally retarded, delin- 
quent, emotionally disturbed or phys- 
ically handicapped. The 18-month 
project is expected to result in a 
written report for general circulation 
with recommendations to government 
agencies and professional associations. 


Circuit Judge Lamar Warren, Ft. 
Lauderdale has been appointed pro- 
gram chairman for the 1973 annual 
meeting in August of the National 


Conference of State Trial Judges, in 
Washington, D. C. 


On January 1 Judge Robert T. 
Mann assumed the post of chief judge 
of the Second District Court of Ap- 
peal. He succeeded Judge William C. 
Pierce, who retired. 


Judge Ben Overton now heads the 
Florida Conference of Circuit Judges. 
He took office at the annual meeting 
of the conference in Tallahassee in 
October. Judge Howell W. Melton of 
St. Augustine was named chairman- 
elect, and Judge Parker Lee Mc- 
Donald of Orlando will serve as sec- 
retary-treasurer this year. Judge Mel- 
ton had been the secretary-treasurer in 
1972. 


Local Bar Association Activities 


BROWARD COUNTY BAR. A “De- 
posit Receipt and Contract for Sale 
and Purchase” was approved by the 
Broward County Bar Association and 
_ the Greater Ft. Lauderdale Board of 
Realtors recently. The form was the 
product of the Committee on Cooper- 
ation Between Lawyers and Realtors. 
The contract is available from Ad- 
vertising Advisiors, Inc., 2225 Wilton 
Dr., Ft. Lauderdale. The minimum 
copy order is 500 for $11.70. 

James A. Urban, Orlando, candidate 
for president-elect of The Florida Bar, 
was the guest speaker at the Novem- 
ber luncheon of the Young Lawyers 


Vol. 47, No. 1 @ JANUARY, 1973 


Section of the Broward County Bar. 


HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY BAR. 
Robert Woolf, one of the most suc- 
cessful sports lawyers in the United 
States, was the guest speaker at the 
December 8 meeting of the Hills- 


Judge William C. Brooker retired 
on January | after serving 27 years as 
county judge of Hillsborough County. 

During that time, 
Judge Brooker con- 
tributed many arti- 
cles on probate and 
guardianship to the 
Journal. A native of 
Hillsborough Coun- 
ty, Judge Brooker 
practiced law in 
Tampa for 25 
years before his 

(Early photo) appointment as 
county judge by Governor Millard F. 
Caldwell in January 1946. He was re- 
elected successively seven times. The 
Florida Bar honored him at the 1971 
convention with a plaque for 50 years 
membership in The Florida Bar. 


borough County Bar Association. 
Woolf, who practices out of Boston 
with eight associates, handles such 
cases as negotiating injury and waiver 
clauses, trades, drafts, television en- 
dorsements, investments and even ad- 
vice on selling Jim Plunkett T-shirts. 


TRAFFIC ACCIDENT ANALYST 


Traffic accident analysis and reconstruction—Expert testimony—Consultation 
Formerly Automotive Engineer with National Bureau of Standards 


CLARENCE S. BRUCE 


1317 Poinciana Ave. 
FORT MYERS, FLA. 33901 


(813) 334-0810 
If no ans. call (813) 334-1332 
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NEWS OF THE BENCH AND BAR — partnerships and associations 


William F, Maher, formerly associ- 
ated with the law firm of Sutherland, 
Asbill & Brennan in Atlanta and 
Washington, D. C., and C. Thomas 
Zimmer, formerly associated with the 
law firm of Mahoney, Hadlow, Cham- 
bers & Adams in Jacksonville, have 
formed a partnership for the general 
practice of law. Maher & Zimmer is 
located in Suite 635 First Bank & 
Trust Co., 150 E. Palmetto Park Road 
in Boca Raton. The firm telephone 
number is 391-6400. 


Florida Bar member Richard C. 
Porter, Jr., of Louisville, Kentucky, 
has become associated in the general 
practice of law with new offices at 
Suite 546 Starks Building, 455 S. 
Fourth St., Louisville 40202. His firm 
telephone number is 502/585-5828. 


Raymond E. LaPorte announces the 
dissolution of the partnership of Ra- 
gano & LaPorte. He will continue his 
practice of law at 408 Madison St., 


RECEIVED 
* 


SEND YOUR NEXT ORDER TO 


SEAL & CERTIFICATE CO. 


1111 So. 30th Ave., Hollywood, Fla 
33020 


BROWARD: (305) 923-7862 
DADE: (305) 947-9839 


Vincent E. Giglio, formerly chief as- 
sistant state attorney for the Thir- 
teenth Judicial Circuit, and John A. 
Grant, Jr., formerly assistant state at- 
torney for the same circuit and a sole 
practitioner, have formed a partner- 
ship. Giglio & Grant offices are at 
1311 N. West Shore Blvd., Suite 110, 
Tampa 33607. The telephone number 
is 872-1531. James W. Clark, a recent 
Stetson law graduate, is an associate 
of the new firm. 


J. Michael Swaine is no longer as- 
sociated with Holland & Knight in 
Bartow. He has moved to 245 S. Com- 
merce Street, Sebring 33870. His 
telephone number is 385-3312. 


William S. Marshall announces that 
Nelson C. Keshen and W. H. Stiles 
have become associated with him in 
the practice of law at Suite 1425 Al- 
fred I. duPont Building, 169 E. 
Flagler St., Miami 33131. 


Theodore M. Trushin and Michael 
B. Solomon announce the formation of 
a professional association under the 
name of Theodore M. Trushin Law 
Offices, P.A. and the new location of 
their office at Suite 600 Barnett Bank 
Building, 420 Lincoln Road Mall, 
Miami Beach 33139. The office tele- 
phone number is 532-4801. 


The firm of Beasley & Geiger has 
been dissolved. Dwight L. Geiger has 
left the firm to become Martin County 
judge. Alton S. Beasley will continue 
the general practice of law with his 
associates F. Shields McManus and 
Paul A. Gamba at 608 Colorado Ave- 
nue in Stuart. 


Boyce F. Ezell III recently formed 
a partnership with William L. Gautier, 
the firm now known as Gautier & 
Ezell. Their offices are located at 3008 
Coral Way in Miami, telephone 
445-5357. 


Smathers & Thompson, Alfred I. 
duPont Building, Miami, announces 
that John H. Schulte and Linwood 
Anderson have become members of 
the firm and that Jose R. Garcia-Ped- 
rosa, William O. Mehrtens, Jr., Rich- 
ard J. Bischoff and William W. 
Gallogly have become associates. 


The firm of Gormin & Geoghegan 
has made James W. Bauman an as- 
sociate at its offices at 1212 S, High- 
land Avenue in Clearwater. 


W. Carl Rentz, L. Edward Me- 
Clellan, Jr., and Wm. Andrew Hag- 
gard announce the formation of a 
partnership for the practice of law 
under the firm name of Rentz, Mc- 
Clellan & Haggard. Suite 903 of the 
Ingraham Building is the location of 
the firm at 25 S. E. Second Avenue 
in Miami. Their telephone number is 
371-6223. 


Lewis & Lewis, Lawyers, Suite 640 
Barnett Bank Building, Tallahassee, 
announce the association on Novem- 
ber 1, 1972, of W. Kirk Brown, recent 
admittee to the Bar, and on December 
1, the association of J. Terrell Wil- 
liams, formerly with the Office of the 
Attorney General. 


Spear, Deuschle & Capp, P.A., an- 
nounces that James B. Chaplin has 
been associated with the firm since 
May and William E. Ashcraft has re- 
cently become an associate. John D. 
Prior, Jr., continues as an associate. 
The firm is located at 2856 E. Oak- 
land Park Blvd. in Ft. Lauderdale. 


Frederick B. Hart is now a member 
of the Law Offices of Papy, Levy, 
Carruthers & Poole at 328 Minorca 
Ave., Coral Gables 33134. 


The law firm of Nixon & Farnell, 
25 Davis Blvd., Tampa, announces 
that Tary L. Nixon has become as- 
sociated with it. 


Gene J. Tischer has become an as- 
sociate of the Miami firm of Bruckner 
& Greene, 119 E. Flagler St., and 
Leonard H. Davidson has withdrawn 
from the firm to devote his time as 
an arbitrator in the fields of labor 
management relations and real estate 
law. Tischer was recently admitted to 
the Bar. 


Bedell, Bedell, Dittmar, Smith & 
Zehmer, P.A., of in Oc- 
tober made Charles P. Pillans III a 
member of the firm. Stephen D. Busey 
and William C. Gentry continue to be 
associated with the firm. 


THE LRS NEEDS YOU 


The statewide Lawyer Referral 
Service is constantly seeking new 
members for the statewide panel. 
Write The Florida Bar Lawyer Re- 
ferral Service for information and 
an application, Tallahassee 32304. 
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Office Openings and Removals 


Nick G. Cladakis has relocated his 
law office to 672 E. Tarpon Avenue in 
Tarpon Springs. His mailing address 
is P. O. Box 1271, telephone 
937-5613. 


Lionel Barnet, former assistant city 
attorney in Miami Beach, announces 
the opening of his law office in Suite 
324 Barnett Bank Building, 420 Lin- 
coln Road Mall, Miami Beach, tele- 
phone 534-6053. 


Robert J. Friedman announces the 
opening of his offices at Suite 803 
Golden Isles Professional Building, 
1920 E. Hallandale Beach Blvd., Hal- 
landale 33009. His telephone numbers 
are 925-4651 and 945-8869 (Miami). 


The law firm of Levine, Helman & 
Reckson, P.A., has moved its offices to 
3501 Biscayne Blvd. in Miami 33137, 


and their telephone number _ is 
573-5500. 


In November Bart L. Cohen re- 
located his law office to Suite 423 City 


Lawyers in the News 


Louis O. Frost, Jr., public defender 
for the Fourth Judicial Circuit, was 
elected to a three-year term on the 
Defender Committee of the National 
Legal Aid and Defender Association, 
at its 50th Annual Conference held 
Hollywood, Florida, in November. 

NLADA is the national organization 
of 1,000 programs and 6,000 lawyers 
providing legal assistance to the poor 
through Public Defender, Legal Ser- 
vices, and Legal Aid Programs 
throughout the United States. 

The nine-member Defender Com- 
mittee of NLADA helps set national 
policies for the criminal defense sys- 
tem in this country. Frost, public de- 
fender for Duval, Clay, and Nassau 
counties, is immediate past president 
of the Florida Public Defenders Asso- 
ciation and is a member of the 
NLADA Board of Directors and Exec- 
utive Committee. 


Harry W. Dahl, Des Moines lawyer 
and member of The Florida Bar, has 
been appointed to the Florida Depart- 
ment of Commerce Special Disability 
Trust Fund Advisory Committee. 


Joseph L. Stone has been appointed 
to the faculty of the Jane Addams 
Graduate School of Social Work, Uni- 
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National Bank Building, 25 W. Flag- 
ler St., Miami 33130. 


Trevor VanDerVeer Lamb, former- 
ly associated with Elliot, Tindell & 
Armstrong, opened his own office for 
the general practice of law on Novem- 
ber 1 at 101 Dunlawton Blvd., Day- 
tona Beach Shores. His mailing 
address is P. O. Box 393, Port Orange 
32019. His telephone number is 
761-1421. 


The law offices of Abramson & 
Butler, Chartered, have moved to a 
new office building in Miami. The 
firm is now located at 845 N.E. 79th 
St., telephone 759-2451. 


James H. Walsh, formerly special 
trial attorney for the U.S. Department 
of Justice, announces the opening of 
law offices at 19 Filmore Dr., St. 
Armands Key, Sarasota 33577. His 
telephone number is 388-5111. 


Jerry B. Wells is now engaged in 
the general practice of law with offices 


versity of Illinois at Chicago Circle. 
Mr. Stone will carry a part-time ap- 
pointment as visiting lecturer. He has 
been assigned the responsibility for 
developing a sequence of courses deal- 
ing with the relationships between 
professions of law and social work. He 
is currently a partner in the firm of 
Lowitz, Stone, Kipnis & Goodman, 
with offices at 33 North Dearborn 
Street, Chicago. 


Robert T. Mounts has been ap- 
pointed to a newly created position of 
assistant general counsel to Governor 
Reubin O’D Askew and will assist 
General Counsel Edgar M. Dunn, Jr., 
in his duties. Mounts was formerly a 
staff attorney with the Crimina] Code 
Revision Project of the House Com- 
mittee on Crimina] Justice and pre- 
viously served as assistant staff coun- 
sel for The Florida Bar’s Miami office. 


W. Joseph Reynolds, St. Petersburg, 
has been elected second vice presi- 
dent of the American Cancer Society, 
Florida Division, Inc. Division elec- 
tions were held at the 25th Annual 
Meeting of Members in Davtona 
Beach in October. Reynolds has been 
a member of the division’s budget and 


at 421 N. Wild Olive Ave., P. O. Box 
1650, Daytona Beach 32015. His tele- 
phone number is 255-4948. 


William M. Bussey announces the 
opening of his law office at 539 Fifth 
Avenue, South, Naples 33940. His 
telephone number is 642-6521. 


William A. Kledzik has opened an 
office for the practice of law at Suite 
506 Citizens Bank Building, Orlando 
32801, telephone 843-4701. 


Robert B. Cook, formerly an assis- 
tant county attorney for Palm Beach 
County, has entered private practice 
at 749 U.S. Highway One in North 
Palm Beach. In November he was 
appointed attorney for the Village of 
Palm Springs. His office telephone 
number is 844-9768. 


Vaughn C. Brennan announces that 
he is now engaged in the general 
practice of law with offices at 232 N. 
Tennessee Avenue in Lakeland. His 
telephone number is 683-1121. 


Former Supreme Court Justice and 
University of Florida President Ste- 
phen C. O’ Connell (right) on Decem- 
ber 5 administered the lawyer's oath 
admitting Don Middlebrooks to The 
Florida Bar. Middlebrooks is a former 
U of F Student Government president. 


finance committee, legacy and memo- 
rial committee and chairman of the 
division’s nominating committee for 
many years. He is an active volunteer 
for the ACS Pinellas County Unit and 
a member of the Division Board of 
Directors. He is a partner in the firm 
Ellis, Logan and Reynolds. 
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NEWS OF BAR AND BENCH — lawyers in the news 


J. B. Spence, a member of the Bar's 
Board of Governors, has been reap- 
pointed chairman of the Medical Mal- 
practice Committee of the American 
Trial Lawyers Association by its new 
president, J. D. Lee. 


Jacksonville attorney William B. 
Mills has been re-elected president of 
the Florida State Chamber of Com- 
merce. Re-elected as directors of the 
state chamber were C. Dubose Ausley, 
Tallahassee, and State Senator Mal- 
lory Horne, Tallahassee. 


Miami attorney Charles L. Ruffner 
addressed the November meeting of 
the Dade County CPA Society and 
also the statewide annual convention 
of the Florida Accountants’ Associ- 
ation in Tampa on November 27. His 
topic for these meetings was “Year 
End Compensation Problems Under 
the Wage Price Freeze.” 


Raleigh W. Greene, Jr., a Florida 
Bar member, recently was named 
president of the National League of 


Insured Savings Associations at the 
organization’s 29th annual convention 
in Los Angeles. It was the first time 
a Floridian has been named president 
of the national organization. Greene 


is president of the First Federal Sav- 
ings & Loan Association of St. 
Petersburg. 


Ronald B. Cosgrove, a recent law 
graduate, has joined the public de- 
fender’s office in Jacksonville. He was 
sworn in as an assistant assigned to 
the appellate section. 


University of Florida Law Professor 
L. Harold Levinson, who prepared the 
Bar's survey on legal services in Flor- 
ida in 1971, is a recent recipient of 
the Florida Blue Key’s distinguished 
faculty award. Levinson has in the 
past received national recognition 
while serving as assistant to the direc- 
tor of the American Civil Liberties 
Union and as a lecturer at the United 
Nations. 


Veteran Eighth Circuit State At- 
torney Ted Duncan retired this month 
after 35 years at the post. He was 
honored at a retirement dinner recent- 
ly in which his successor, Gene Whit- 
worth, presented him with a book 
containing 250 letters from friends and 
associates all over the state. 


On December 31, William D. Hop- 
kins retired after serving as state at- 
torney for the Second Judicial Circuit 


in Tallahassee for 25 years. Previously 
he served as county prosecutor for 
seven years. On retirement Mr. Hop- 
kins received a leather bound “mem- 
ory book” containing personal reminis- 
cent letters from his friends and 
associates. 


The Citrus County Commission has 
hired Inverness attorney William F. 
Edwards on a full-time basis to repre- 
sent the commission, the school board, 
the mosquito control board, the 
Homosassa Special Water District and 
all of the county’s constitutional offi- 
cers. With his appointment, Citrus 
County claims to be the second coun- 
ty in the state with a full-time salaried 
attorney. 


George C. Carr, assistant Polk 
County attorney since 1959, replaced 
John Dewell as the chief county at- 
torney at the end of the year. Dewell 
resigned prior to winning election as 
judge of the Tenth Circuit Court. The 
Polk County Commission also named 
Lakeland attorney Irvin S. Cowie to 
serve as the county’s in-house counsel. 


M. David Epstein is the new assis- 
tant state attorney for the Fourth 
Judicial Circuit. He will be handling 
cases in municipal court. 


It is with deep regret that the Journal 
notes the deaths of these members of The 
Florida Bar: 


Frank Bezoni, Tampa 
Admitted 1946. 
Died Nov. 15, 1972 (Approx.) 


Kenneth E. Brown, Venice 
Admitted 1951. 
Died Nov. 15, 1972 (Approx.) 


Michael J. Byrnes, Jacksonville 
Admitted 1970. 
Died Nov. 1, 1972 (Approx.) 


Robert W. Chanter, Ft. Lauderdale 
Admitted 1954. Died Aug. 22, 1972. 


F. S. de Rochemont, Miami 
Admitted 1968. Died Mar. 17, 1972. 


Frank Evans, Sarasota 
Admitted 1925. Died June 15, 1972. 


Crosby Gray Ill, St. Petersburg 
Admitted 1952. Died Oct. 1, 1972. 


Ernest J. Jacobs, Jacksonville 
Admitted 1941. Died Nov. 9, 1972. 


Harland N. Jarvis, Riviera Beach 
Admitted 1961. 
Died Aug. 15, 1972 (Approx.) 


John Moore, Delray Beach 
Admitted 1941. Died Nov. 10, 1972. 


Odis E. Moy, Tampa 
Admitted 1946. Died Nov. 3, 1972. 


Irwin Oster, Miami Beach 
Admitted 1963. 
Died July 15, 1972 (Approx.) 


Mack H. Padgett, Jacksonville 
Admitted 1925. Died May 11, 1972. 


Harvey W. Powell, Ft. Myers 
Admitted 1971. Died Nov. 6, 1972. 


James E. Rice, Theodore, Ala. 
Admitted 1949. Died Mar. 6, 1972. 


W. J. Robinson, Wilton Manors 
Admitted 1933. Died Aug. 10, 1972. 


Blas M. Rocafort, Miami 
Admitted 1966. Died Nov. 3, 1972. 


Gregory E. Stone, Jr., Key Biscayne 
Admitted 1950. Died Mar. 8, 1972. 


Carl A. Swenson, Naples 
Admitted 1953. Died Nov. 1, 1972. 


William B. Towers, Jacksonville 
Admitted 1950. Died Nov. 10, 1972. 


Bertram C. Waller, Miami Beach 
Admitted 1941. Died Nov. 23, 1972. 


J. Maurice Williams, St. Petersburg 
Admitted 1928. Died June 15, 1972. 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISEMENTS 


POSITIONS WANTED 


TRIAL ATTORNEY, legal management 
expert. Emphasis on federal criminal 
and civil law procedure. Member Flor- 
ida Bar. Single. Will travel or relocate. 
Reply Journal Box 36, The Florida Bar 
Journal, Tallahassee, Florida 32304. 


Attorney, 15 years’ diversified trial ex- 
perience as partner in N. Y. firm. Ex- 
tensive criminal-matrimonial-tort back- 
ground. Member N. Y. and Fla. Bars. 
Seeks association with trial firm. Reply 
Journal Box 86, The Florida Bar Jour- 
nal, Tallahassee, Florida 32304. 


Attorney, 35, member Virginia and 
Florida Bars, seeks position with firm, 
public defender, state attorney, or with 
federal, state or county agency. Back- 
ground in defense of bodily injury, 
property damage and workmen’s com- 
pensation claims for several mutual 
insurance companies and 28 months 
in Commonwealth Attorney's office as 
trial attorney of criminal indictments. 
Reply Journal Box 66, The Florida Bar 
Journal, Tallahassee, Florida 32304. 


Ohio attorney, 28, two years’ experi- 
ence with Cleveland firm, seeks im- 
mediate employment with Broward, 
Dade or Palm Beach firm as paralegal 
assistant with opportunity to be associ- 
ate when Florida bar exam passed. 
Extensive experience preparing plead- 
ings and documents. Reply Journal Box 
99, The Florida Bar Journal, Tallahas- 
see, Florida 32304. 


New attorney, 27, married, seeks po- 
sition with central or southern Florida 
firm, large or small. Admitted in Flor- 
ida April, 1972. Interested in land de- 
velopment, corporate, bankruptcy and 
estate areas. Recently finished military 
service and desires to relocate from 
New York and begin effective and re- 
warding career. Write: Steven W. Si- 
mon, 203 Hillcrest Manor, Utica, N. Y. 
13501. 


Member of Fla. and N.C. Bars, 40 
years in estate planning, will and trust 
drafting, estate and trust administra- 
tion and bank trust department legal 
counseling, seeks firm needing those 
specialties. Write Journal Box 1, The 
Florida Bar Journal, Tallahassee, Flor- 
ida 32304. 
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POSITIONS WANTED 


POSITIONS AVAILABLE 


Attorney, 34, graduate of University of 
Virginia Law School, wishes to relocate 
and join Miami firm. Member N. Y. and 
Fla. Bars. Partner in Wall Street firm 
concentrating in trusts and real estate. 
Resume upon request from Journal 
Box 97, The Florida Bar Journal, Talla- 
hassee, Florida 32304. 


Hard Worker—Young local attorney, 
married, Florida Bar member, above- 
average academic record with three 
years active practice in all areas of 
law, excluding negligence and criminal, 
experienced in litigation, seeks new po- 
sition with established Dade or Broward 
County firm with strong future poten- 
tial. Reply to Journal Box 98, The Flor- 
ida Bar Journal, Tallahassee, Florida 
32304. 


Member of Fla. Bar, long in another 
state, wishes to take over estate plan- 
ning and probate practice of retiring 
attorney. Cash purchase or work out. 
Write Journal Box 2, The Florida Bar 
Journal, Tallahassee, Florida 32304. 


Attorney, 30, married, Ivy League col- 
lege and law school, member N. Y. Bar, 
2 years’ experience with Wall Street 
firm, corporate, tax and securities law, 
desires position with firm in southern 
Florida. Reply Journal Box 3, The Flor- 
ida Bar Journal, Tallahassee, Florida 
32304. 


Tax lawyer, 29, accounting degree, 8 
years’ experience with IRS. Presently 
with reorganization branch of IRS na- 
tional office and former IRS field agent. 
Admitted in Ohio. Reply Journal Box 
93, The Florida Bar Journal, Tallahas- 
see, Florida 32304. 


POSITIONS AVAILABLE 


Real Estate Attorney: Position available 
with subsidiary with NYSE company 
involved in growing land development 
activities. Located in Orlando, Winter 
Park area. Salary open. Send resume 
to P. O. Box 44, Winter Park, Florida 
32789. All replies confidential. 


Leading casualty insurance company 
has career opportunity for attorney 
with up to two years’ compensation 
experience. Salary commensurate with 
experience. Reply Journal Box 100, 
The Florida Bar Journal, Tallahassee, 
Florida 32304. 


Southeast Morigage Company, a 
subsidiary of Southeast Banking 
Corporation, had an opening for an 
attorney interested in a career op- 
portunity. This position is in the 
legal department of our Miami 
Home Office and offers long-term 
professional growth, as well as an 
outstanding employee benefit pro- 
gram, including cash and deferred 
profit-sharing. We prefer at least two 
years legal experience. For further 
details, call John Crume, collect 
(305) 577-3801. 


Southeast Mortgage Company 


MORTGAGE BANKERS 


Trial attorney wanted: Medium sized 
firm located in Southeast Florida in- 
terested in associating a lawyer trained 
in and capable of handling general 
litigated matters. Must be admitted in 
Florida and have some experience. 
Reply Journal Box 77, The Florida Bar 
Journal, Tallahassee, Florida 32304. 


Assistant Public Defender Broward 
County: Wanted full-time assistant pub- 
lic defender. Must be member of The 
Florida Bar. Prior trial experience help- 
ful but not necessary. Prefer moot 
court or debate background. Reply 
Journal Box 76, The Florida Bar Jour- 
nal, Tallahassee, Florida 32304. 


Leading casualty insurance company 
has career opportunity for attorney 
with up to two years compensation ex- 
perience. Salary will be commensurate 
with experience. Send resume to P. O. 
Box 23766, Tampa, Florida 33622. 


Hearing Officer Position: Fla. Dept. 
Heaith and Rehabilitative Services has 
opening for hearing officer authorized 
by Baker Act (F.S. Chap. 394). Duties 
entail acting as judge on question of 
whether or not mental patients should 
remain in status of involuntary hos- 
pitalization. Salary range $15,000-$18,- 
000, with standard state retirement and 
other benefits. Reply James G. Ma- 
horner, General Counsel, HRS, IBM 
Building, 660 Apalachee Parkway, Tal- 
lahassee 32304. Telephone 904/224- 
9497. 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISEMENTS 


POSITIONS AVAILABLE 


Experienced trial lawyer: Medium size 
and progressive law firm engaged in 
general business practice seeks top 
litigator with three to five years diver- 
sified corporate and commercial liti- 
gation experience. Must be willing to 
locate in Central Florida. Send resume 
to P. O. Box 2809, Orlando 32802. 


Assistant county attorney needed in 
Volusia County. Opportunity to join 
legal department of progressive county 
operating under charter form of govern- 
ment. Must be Florida Bar member; 
governmental experience desired but 
not essential. Submit resume to Per- 
sonnel Director, P.O. Box 429, DeLand, 
Florida 32720. 


Attorney to work in Hendry County area 
and Twentieth Judicial Circuit. Law 
school average between B & C accept- 
able. Practice is varied and general 
with much trial work, both civil and 
criminal. Salary depends on production 
ability with ultimate goal an interest in 
the firm. Send resume to Journal Box 
22, The Florida Bar Journal, Tallahas- 
see, Florida 32304. 


Partnership available in small Central 
Florida firm. Must have a minimum of 
1 year general practice experience and 
a willingness to work. This is an op- 
portunity for an energetic individual 
looking for more than just a job. Reply 
Journal Box 4, The Florida Bar Journal, 
Tallahassee, Florida 32304. 


MISCELLANEOUS 


CORPORATION SUPPLIES 


Have you ever been delayed with your 
corporation closings? You won't be if 
you order from State Seal & Certificate 
Co., where your order is shipped the 
same day as received. 1244 minutes 
included in compact (C-1 or C-2) out- 
fits. Send for brochure of complete line 
of corporation supplies. P.O. Box 1280, 
Hollywood 33022. See our display ad 
in this issue. 


EXPERT WITNESS testimony and writ- 
ten reports in cases of workmen's 
compensation and other litigation in- 
volving employment expertise, wage 
loss, occupational outlook and voca- 
tional recommendations to determine 
employability, or nonemployability for 
physically, mentally and emotionally 
impaired. Excellent expertise and rep- 
utation. Have worked for carrier and 
claimant. Will travel as _ required. 
Harold Dunsky, 18201 N.E. 10th 
Avenue, North Miami Beach, Florida 
33162. Phone 305/651-8835. 
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FORGERIES AND ALTERATIONS 
Revealed and verified 
Scientific detection of erasures and 
additions or deletions. Handwriting, 
typewriting, paper and ink problems. 
Fully equipped laboratory facilities and 
portable equipment. Qualified and rec- 

ognized expert witness. 
ROBERT LYNCH 5560 S.W. Fifth St., 


Ft. Lauderdale 33314, Phone 583-5929 
or 524-3906 


IS LEGAL RESEARCH keeping you in 
the office more than you think it 
should? American Legal Research Corp., 
Inc., has the answer to your problem. 
See our display ad in this issue for 
details. 


Attention Attorneys: A complete line of 
corporation supplies. Try our most 
popular corporate outfit—the all-in-one 
kit with 1244 minutes. Delivered to you 
complete for only $18, plus 4% state 
sales tax. Write for brochure of our 
complete line. Orders shipped same 
day from our mailing house. South 
East Seal & Stamp Company, P. O. Box 
1279, Hollywood, Florida 33022. 


DOCUMENT EXAMINER 


Retired Special Agent of FBI with 30 
years experience in FBI Laboratory. 
Qualified as expert witness throughout 
U.S., etc. Examination of documents: 
handwriting, handprinting and _ type- 
writing identification, detection of for- 
gery and alterations and related prob- 
lems. 

GEORGE MESNIG, 1616 Bunker Hill 
Dr., Sun City Center, Fla. 33570 (813) 
634-1616 


Corporation Supplies—As you are 
aware, the prices of corporation sup- 
plies have increased. Why not deal 
with a mail order company, and save 
money? Complete corporate outfit with 
our Subchapter S and 1244 minutes, 
$18 plus tax. Blank sheets deduct $1. 
This cost complete includes shipping 
to you. Send for complete brochure of 
corporation supplies. Write Nationwide 
Corporation Supplies, P. O. Box 729, 
Hallandale, Florida 33009. 


Fingerprint Consultant: Retired from 
FBI with over 30 years experience. 
Qualified as expert witness throughout 
U.S. Specialist in latent finger, palm 
and foot print identifications and in 
physical examination of evidence to 
develop and evaluate latent prints. Con- 
tact J. Everett Burke, 5575 Gulf Bivd., 
Apt. 440, St. Petersburg Beach 33706, 
telephone 813/360-9156. 


BOOKS 


LAW BOOKS—Reports, statutes, texts, 
etc. New or used; bought and sold. 
Wm. W. Gaunt & Sons, Inc., Gaunt 
Building, 3011 Gulf Drive, Holmes 
Beach, Florida 33510. 


Fla. Jur., Am. Jur. 2d, ALR 
Proof of Facts, Trials, Forms 


Representing the Lawyers 
Co-operative Publishing Company. 


Palmetto 33561 
(813) 896-2626 


Frank Merville 
1710 Flamingo Dr. 


Orlando 32803 (West Coast) 
(305) 896-2340 

(Central Fla.) 

Fred Carr John Petty 


(305) 967-3710 
P. O. Box 15101 
Paim Beach 


4544 Marseille Dr. 
Pensacola 32505 
(904) 433-0377 
(Northwest Fla.) 


Vic Warminger 
P. O. Box 111 


. O. Box 2734 
Jacksonville 32203 
(East Coast) 


Complete Library Service 
Inventories, Appraisals, Used and 
New Books Bought and Sold 


George R. Lewis, Sr. 
110 Indian Rocks Road 
Largo, Florida 33540 
Ph. (813) 584-0213 


WANTED TO BUY—Used Set of U. S. 
Code Annotated. Call collect Russell 
Troutman A.C. 305-647-2277, or write 
427 S. New York Avenue, Winter Park, 
Florida 32789. 


BOOKS for sale: Retiring; all books 
good condition. Proof of Facts, 1-14; 
A. J. Legal Forms, 1-14; Dobbs Merrill 
U. S. Legal Code, complete but no 
pocket parts since 1960; Bonds & 
Bond Securities, 1-3; ALR, 1-175, ALR 
2, 1-100, and ALR 3, 1-5; and American 
Law of Veterans 1-3. Write Journal Box 
9, The Florida Bar Journal, Tallahassee, 
Florida 32304. 


Law Book Sale—ALR, CJS, AmJur 2d, 
CCH Labor Cases, CCH Tax Cases, cur- 
rent legal forms, etc. New and used. 
All publishers. Expert appraisal. Call 
513/222-1411 or write: Professional 
Book Service, Box 366, Dayton, Ohio 
45401. 


Will sell Southern Digest complete 
through 1970 with pocket parts or will 
trade for Florida Digest by West. Write 
Box 87, The Florida Bar Journal, Talla- 
hassee 32304. 


FREE TO LAWYERS ONLY since 1879. 
A list of recommended domestic and 
foreign correspondent counsel, selected 
for their interest in accepting out-of- 
town referrals. Also lists all U.S. coun- 
ties with county seats and over 15,000 
cities, towns and their counties. Re- 
quest on legal letterhead. 

CAMPBELL’S LIST, Maitland, Fla. 32751 
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CALENDAR 


1973 


January 19—CLE Course on Civil Procedure Rules Amendments, Sheraton- 
Tampa Motor Hotel, Tampa; Holiday Inn of Gulf Breeze, Pensacola. 


ese 26—CLE Course on Civil Procedure Rules Amendments, University 
of Florida Law Center, Gainesville; San Juan Hotel, Orlando. 


February 1-2—Florida Institute for Judicial Nominating Commissioners, Talla- 
hassee Hilton. 


ay * 2—tTax Section Program on Uniform Partnership Act, Tampa Manger 
nn. 


February 20-23—Annual Meeting American Academy of Forensic Sciences, Las 
Vegas Hilton, Las Vegas, Nevada. 


February 23-25—First Annual Meeting Florida Bar Young Lawyers Section, 
Robert Meyer Hotel, Orlando. 


February 27-28—Florida Bar Examination, Jacksonville. 


February 28-March 3—Fifth Medical Legal Institute, Orthopaedics and Rehabili- 
tation, Conducted by University of Miami Schools of Medicine and Law, 
ae Hotel, Miami Beach. Write P. O. Box 8087, Coral Gables 


March 9-17—Inter-American Lawyer Exchange Program, Florida Bar Interna- 
tional Law Committee, Spain. 


March 17—Meeting, The Florida Bar Resolutions Committee, Bar Center, 
Tallahassee, 10 a.m. 


May 15-18—American Law Institute, Mayflower Hotel, Washington, D. C. 
June 13-17—tThe Florida Bar Convention, Diplomat Hotel, Hollywood. 
July 24-25—Florida Bar Examination, Hollywood. 

October 22-23—Florida Bar Examination, St. Petersburg. 


November 16-17—Florida Bar General Meeting of Committees, St. Petersburg 
Hilton. 


1974 


May 29-June 1—Annual Convention of The Florida Bar, Walt Disney World, 
Orlando. 


(Meeting dates of general interest to the Bar are welcomed for publication here. 
They should be sent at least one month in advance of the event.) 
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Bay County Bar Association 
Raymond L. Syfrett, President 
1137 Harrison Ave. Panama City 


Brevard County Bar Association 
Frank R. Pound, President 
P. O. Box 58 Rockledge 


Broward County Bar Association 
L. Fred Austin, President 
200 S.E. 6th St. Fort Lauderdale 


Charlotte County Bar Association 
James E. Moore Ill, President 
P. O. Box 635 Punta Gorda 


Clearwater Bar Association 
Elwood Hogan, Jr., President 
16 N. Ft. Harrison Ave. Clearwater 


Collier County Bar Association 
Robert A. Neinas, President 
2660 Airport Road Naples 


Coral Gables Bar Association 

Ben V. Mesiano, President 

1830 Ponce de Leon Bivd. 
Coral Gables 


Dade County Bar Association 
Robert A. White, President 
1600 First Nati. Bk. Bidg. Miami 


The Federal Bar Association 
Central Florida Chapter 
Thomas J. Hanlon Ill, President 
409 Broxburn Ave. Tampa 


South Florida Chapter 
Neal R. Sonnett, President 
14 N.E. 1st Ave Miami 


West Florida Chapter 

Richard Hill Merritt, President 

P. O. Box 985, Lawyers’ Building 
314 South Baylen Street Pensacola 


Florida Government Bar Association 
Alex D. Littlefield, President 
252 Caldwell Bidg. Tallahassee 


Gulf Beaches Bar Association Of 
Pinellas County 
Louis Pitcher, President 
P. O. Box 8215 Madeira Beach 


Hardee County Bar Association 
John W. Burton, President 
P. O. Box 426 Wauchula 


Hendry-Glades Bar Association 

Julia M. Paul, President 

P. O. Box 301 LaBelle 
Hernando County Bar Association 

George J. Blaha, President 

29 S. Brooksville Ave. Brooksville 
Hialeah-Miami Springs Bar Association 

Arthur W. Karlick, President 

701 Cherokee St. Miami Springs 


Highlands County Bar Association 


S. Colquitt Pardee, President 
P. O. Box 40 Avon Park 


Hillsborough County Bar Association 
Don M. Stichter, President 
P. O. Box 375 Tampa 
Homestead Bar Association 
Philip V. Salmon, President 
P. O. Box 1456 


Homestead 
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Indian River County Bar Association 

Charles A. Sullivan, President 

P. O. Box 3 Vero Beach 
Jacksonville Bar Association 

James C. Rinaman, Jr., President 

P. O. Box 447 Jacksonville 
Lake City Bar Association 

S. Austin Peele, President 

P. O. Box 243 Lake City 
Lakeland Bar Association, Inc. 

E. Vane McClurg, President 

P. O. Box 505 Lakeland 
Lake-Sumter Bar Association 

R. Dewey Burnsed, President 

P. O. Box 737 Leesburg 


Lee County Bar Association 
J. Tom Smoot, Jr., President 
P. O. Drawer LL Fort Myers 


Manatee County Bar Association 
Robert J. Boylston, President 
P. O. Drawer 1669 Bradenton 
Marion County Bar Association 
Gary C. Simons, President 
P. O. Box 622 Ocala 


Martin County Bar Association 
George W. Sommer, President 
P. O. Box 2205 Stuart 


Miami Beach Bar Association 
Howard Gross, President 
420 Lincoln Rd. Miami Beach 


Mid-County Bar Association 
Robert J. McDermott, President 
249-A Clearwater-Largo Rd. Largo 


Monroe County Bar Association 
Helio Gomez, President 
3600 B Roosevelt Bivd. Key West 


Nassau County Bar Association 
Joseph M. Ripley, Jr., President 
P. O. Box 694 Fernandina Beach 


North Broward Bar Association 
Robert B. Cochran, President 
P. O. Box 549 Pompano Beach 


North Dade Bar Association 

Maurice Rosen, President 

16924 N.E. 19th Ave. 

North Miami Beach 

Okaloosa-Walton Co. Bar Association 

Walter D. Anderson, President 

P. O. Box 517 Crestview 

nge County Bar Association 

Joel H. Sharp, President 

100 E. Robinson St. Orlando 
Osceola County Bar Association 

John B. Ritch, President 

P. O. Box 760 Kissimmee 
Palm Beach County Bar Association 


Edward D. Lewis, President 
P. 0. Box 2345 Palm Beach 


Pasco County Bar Association 
Vincent Peel, President 
486 Zephyrhills 


P. O. Box 

D. W. Perkins Bar Association 
Releford McGriff, President 
P. O. Box 516 Jacksonville 


Putnam County Bar Association 
Harlow C. Middleton, President 
P. O. Drawer C Palatka 
St. Johns County Bar Association 
Charles B. Evans, President 
1 Malaga St. St. Augustine 
St. Lucie County Bar Association 
Jack L. Rogers, President 
P. O. Box 4352 Fort Pierce 
Bar Association 
Robert H. Willis, President 
412 First Federal Bidg. 
St. Petersburg 
Sarasota County Bar Association 
Richard E. Nelson, President 
2070 Ringling Bivd. Sarasota 
Seminole County Bar Association 
Gene R. Stephenson, President 
P. O. Drawer 1 Casselberry 
South Broward Bar Association 
Donald J. Kisslan, President 
P. O. Box 6 Hollywood 
South Miami District Bar Association 
Francis O'Donnell, Jr., President 
5763 Sunset Drive South Miami 
South Palm Beach County Bar 
Association 
Ernest G. Simon, President 
78 N.E. 5th Ave. Delray Beach 
Tallahassee Bar Association 
F. E. Steinmeyer Ill, President 
122 S. Calhoun St. Tallahassee 
Tri-County Bar Association 
D. J. Bradshaw, President 
Bank of Inverness Bidg. Inverness 


Volusia Cou Bar Association 
Wesley A. Fink, President 
P. O. Box 5386 Daytona Beach 


West Pasco Bar Association 

Harvey Delzer, President 

P. O. Box 275 Port Richey 
Winter Haven Bar Association 

John D. Kaylor, President 

700 6th St., N.W. Winter Haven 
The Society Of The Bar Of 
The First Judicial Circuit 

Joseph Q. Tarbuck, President 

220 S. Palafox St. Pensacola 
Second Judicial Circuit Bar Association 

Kenneth £. Cooksey, President 

P. O. Box 480 Monticello 
Third Judicial Circuit Bar Association 

Michael C. Bergen, President 

P. O. Box 554 Lake City 
Fifth Judicial Circuit Ber 

W. Troy Hall, Jr., President 

P. O. Drawer 678 Tavares 
Eighth Judicial Circuit Bar Association 

James S. Quincey, President 

P. O. Box 1090 Gainesville 
Tenth Judicial Circuit Bar Association 

Jerry DeVane, President 

P. O. Box 1028 Lakeland 
Twelfth Judicial Circuit Bar Association 

William W. Dishong, President 

P. O. Box 66 Arcadia 


tion 
Robert M. Moore, President 
318 Reid Ave. Port St. Joe 
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INCREASED BENEFITS 


from 


THE FLORIDA BAR 
INSURANCE PLAN 


$10,000, $20,000, $30,000, $40,000 or $50,000 Additional Amounts 
up to $80,000 IN ADDITION to all Present Benefits 
(Additional amounts subject to acceptance by company) 


Compare These Low Rates 


RATES PER $10,000.00 FACE AMOUNT 
SEMI-ANNUAL PREMIUMS* 


$ 10.00 
14.00 
18.00 
23.00 
33.00 
48.00 
72.00 

110.00 
162.00 
249.00 


*Premium Rate includes Waiver of Premium for Disability plus Triple Indemnity. 
Rates adjust as age changes to new bracket. 


FOR DETAILED INFORMATION, COMPLETE AND MAIL THE COUPON BELOW: 


Administrators, The Florida Bar 
1165 South Edgewood Avenue 
Post Office Box 27038 
Jacksonville, Florida 32205 


Please send me information about Additional Amounts of The Florida Bar Sponsored Low Cost Life Insurance. 


Name___ 


Street___ 
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Under 25 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
4 4 
ae 45-49 
50-54 
55-59 
60-64 
65-69 
x 
ay To: Association Group Underwriters 
Stat 


AAT 
AHL 


Florida Sales Tax 


Prepare Your Case With The New Rules In Mind 


This new edition includes reported cases from 
the date of the original publication through 
May 25, 1971. The footnotes include citations 
to law reviews, journals and other publica- 
tions thought to be helpful to the lawyer, 


student or instructor doing research in the 
areas covered by this work. An appendix has 
been added for those interested in a collection 
of law review articles covering the scope of 
this work for the last decade. 


MKS waRLENt HURST 
UNIV MICROFILMS LIB SERVICES 
XEROX CORPORATION 


ANN ARBOR MICHIGAN 
04816 48106 
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